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ABSTRACT
This thesis deals with Nimboran Migration to Jayapura and the 
relationship of the migrants with their rural relatives. The data for 
this thesis was gathered from the Asano-Hedam villages in urban 
Abepura-Jayapura, supported by a limited amount of 1971 and 1980 census 
data.
This study found that the factors that cause the migrants to move 
are primarily urban pull factors located in Jayapura. This is rather 
different from Toraja in South Sulawesi and Java. These factors (the 
desire for wage employment, money and industrial goods) are important 
in motivating migration but still are not the main factors drawing the 
migrants to Jayapura rather than other urban centres. The location of 
urban relatives appears to be the most powerful intervening opportunity 
encouraging the migrants to move to Jayapura most specifically. The 
migrants were sure their basic needs could be met by urban relatives as 
part of the Nimboran social system of mutual assistance and interdependency.
The migrants maintained their urban-rural ties with rural relatives 
despite long periods of urban residence. These were manifested in the 
migrants' gifts and respect given to rural relatives, which served as 
socio-psychological, rather than as economic, investment. The Nimboran 
rural-urban migration did not significantly increase the socio-economic 
standard of migrants and rural households and therefore did not tend to 
equilibrate opportunities and incomes between the rural and urban sectors.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION
1 .1  Im p o r t a n c e  o f  M i g r a t i o n  i n  I n d o n e s i a
I n d o n e s i a  i s  a  c u l t u r a l l y ,  e t h n o g r a p h i c a l l y  a n d  g e o g r a p h i c a l l y  v a r i e d  
n a t i o n  w i t h  m ark ed  d i f f e r e n c e s  b e tw e e n  r e g i o n s .  The t e r m  Bhineka Tunggal Ika  
( U n i ty  i n  D i v e r s i t y )  h a s  b e e n  u s e d  t o  d e s c r i b e  t h e  u n i f o r m i t y  o f  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  
M i g r a t i o n  i s  i n d i r e c t l y  i m p o r t a n t  f o r  t h e  a s s i m i l a t i o n  a n d  a c c u l t u r a t i o n  p r o c e s s  
among e t h n i c  g ro u p s  an d  i n  a f f e c t i n g  p o p u l a t i o n  d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  r e g i o n a l  
d e v e lo p m e n t  and  n a t i o n  b u i l d i n g .  I n  i n d o n e s i a ,  t r a n s m i g r a t i o n  h a s  b e e n  
s p e c i a l l y  e n c o u r a g e d  a n d  c o o r d i n a t e d  b y  t h e  g o v e rn m e n t  t o  r a i s e  t h e  l e v e l  o f  
s e c u r i t y  an d  w e l f a r e ,  t o  a c c e l e r a t e  t h e  a s s i m i l a t i o n  a n d  a c c u l t u r a t i o n  among 
e t h n i c  g r o u p s  an d  t o  s t r e n g t h e n  t h e  u n i t y  o f  t h e  I n d o n e s i a n  n a t i o n .
M i g r a t i o n  i s  now s t u d i e d  a s  an  i n t e g r a t e d  phenom enon i n  I n d o n e s i a n  n a t i o n a l  
d e v e lo p m e n t  p ro g ram m e s .  The im p ro v em en t  o f  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n ,  e s p e c i a l l y  l a n d  
t r a n s p o r t a t i o n ,  s i n c e  1970s was an  i m p o r t a n t  f a c t o r  i n  e n c o u r a g i n g  n o n ­
p e r m a n e n t  m i g r a t i o n  ( c i r c u l a t i o n )  i n  I n d o n e s i a  (Hugo, 1 9 8 1 b ;  M a n t r a ,  1 9 8 1 ) ,  
S t u d i e s  i n d i c a t e  t h e  i m p o r t a n c e  o f  r u r a l - u r b a n  m i g r a t i o n  an d  c i r c u l a t i o n  f o r  
r u r a l - u r b a n  incom e d i f f e r e n c e s  a n d  f o r  r u r a l  an d  r e g i o n a l  d e v e lo p m e n t .  However, 
r u r a l - u r b a n  m i g r a t i o n  may h a v e  i n c r e a s e d  t h e  gap  b e tw e e n  r i c h  an d  p o o r  w i t h i n  
t h e  v i l l a g e  an d  b e tw e e n  v i l l a g e s .  R u r a l - u r b a n  m i g r a t i o n ,  p r i n c i p a l l y  
p e r m a n e n t  m i g r a t i o n ,  h a s  a l s o  d i r e c t l y  a c c e l e r a t e d  u r b a n  p o p u l a t i o n  g ro w th  i n  
I n d o n e s i a ,  e . g .  J a k a r t a ,  w h e re  M c N ic o l l  an d  Mamas (1973) i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  h a l f  
t h e  p r e s e n t  p o p u l a t i o n  r e s u l t e d  p r i m a r i l y  from  r u r a l - u r b a n  m i g r a t i o n .  U rban  
p ro b le m s  e m e r g in g  f ro m  t h i s  movement i n c l u d e  t h e  c o s t  o f  e x t e n d i n g  s e r v i c e s  
t o  an  e v e r  g ro w in g  p o p u l a t i o n ,  o v e r l o a d i n g  o f  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s ,  w a t e r  
s h o r t a g e s ,  c i r c l e s  o f  s lu m  h o u s e s  a r o u n d  t h e  o u t s k i r t s  o f  t h e  c i t y ,  h o u s i n g  
p r o b l e m s ,  l a c k  o f  f a c i l i t i e s  a n d  p o v e r t y .
S e v e r a l  f i e l d  s t u d i e s  o n  p o p u l a t i o n  m o b i l i t y  h a v e  b e e n  c o n d u c te d  i n  
I n d o n e s i a ,  b u t  t h e s e  h a v e  c o n c e n t r a t e d  o n  J a v a ,  f o l l o w e d  b y  o t h e r  r e g i o n s  
i n  t h e  w e s t e r n  p a r t  o f  I n d o n e s i a .  I n  f a c t ,  d e m o g ra p h ic  s t u d i e s  s u c h  a s  
SUPAS ( a b b r e v i a t i o n  o f  S u rv e y  Pendukuk  A n t a r  S e n su s  o r  I n t e r c e n s a l  P o p u l a t i o n  
S u r v e y ) ,  SUSENAS ( a b b r e v i a t i o n  o f  S u rv e y  S o s i a l  Ekonomi N a s i o n a l ,  o r  S o c i a l  
and  Econom ic S u rv e y  a t  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l )  and  many o t h e r s  b y  LEKNAS ( a b b r e v i a t i o n  
o f  Lembaga Ekonomi N a s i o n a l ,  t h e  N a t i o n a l  Econom ic I n s t i t u t e ) , D em o g rap h ic  
I n s t i t u t e  i n  J a k a r t a ,  P o p u l a t i o n  S t u d i e s  C e n t r e  i n  Y o g y a k a r t a ,  N a t i o n a l  F a m i ly  
P l a n n i n g  and  C e n t r a l  B u re a u  S t a t i s t i c ,  h a v e  l a r g e l y  f o c u s s e d  on J a v a ,
S u m a te r a  an d  S u l a w e s i .  In  c o n t r a s t ,  I r i a n  J a y a ,  a s  t h e  p e r i p h e r a l  p r o v i n c e
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in the east, was largely ignored. There is a lack of up-to-date information 
about Irian Jaya from the 1960s. Even in the 1971 census only the urban 
areas of Irian Jaya were covered. Although the Dutch called Irian Jaya in 
the colonial time Vergeten Aarde and Oribekend (Forgotten World and the Last 
Unknown) they carried out much anthropological research which still provides 
the major source of information at the present time. Distance from the 
central government and expensive transportation costs are always mentioned 
as obstacles to research on Irian Jaya. However, this is inadequate in view 
of the development of Irian Jaya as a part of Indonesia. The Nimboran study 
at micro level was only the second migration field study in Irian Jaya.
During the 1950s van de Kaa and Groenewegen (1964) carried out the first 
demographic survey in Irian Jaya, the results of which were published in six 
volumes, called Resultaten van Het Demografisch Ondevzoek V/esteligk Nieuu)- 
Guinea. The work was unfinished because of the changing political situation.
1.2 Aims and Objectives
The objective of this study is to examine the determinants of migration 
and rural-urban ties between migrants and Nimboran villagers. The particular 
aims are as follows:
. To partly redress the previous lack of consideration of migration 
in Irian Jaya;
. To show the difference between Irian Jaya and other Indonesian 
areas;
To place migration to and from Irian Jaya in the general 
Indonesian context, using census data;
. To place Nimboran migration to Jayapura in the context of 
general population changes in Irian Jaya, using survey data;
To investigate the impact of Nimboran migration to Jayapura 
on the rural areas of origin;
To investigate the context and determinants of Nimboran 
migration to Jayapura.
1.3 General Background
1.3.1 Population Distribution
The total population in Indonesia in 1980 was 147 million with an average 
population density of 71.7 persons per square kilometre. The population 
distribution in Indonesia is unequal, 61.4 per cent of the population living 
in Java in an area only 7.18 per cent of the total with a density of 655 
persons per square kilometre, while 38.6 per cent of Indonesians live outside 
Java and Bali, in 93.82 per cent of total area with a density of 28.9 
persons per square kilometre. In contrast to other provinces, the total
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population of Irian Jaya was 1.2 million people, with a density of only 
2 persons each square kilometre in an area of 21.39 per cent of Indonesia.
There are also inequalities in rural-urban income and differences in 
socio-demographic variables such as the dependency ratio, expectation of 
life at birth, infant mortality, fertility, mortality, education and 
literacy between provinces and between rural and urban areas. These inequalitie: 
pose special problems for national development.
Migration is one of the means of distributing the population more equally 
in Indonesia. However, migration must be supported by other policies, for 
example, regional development (creating jobs) in areas of sparse population.
The government encourages inter-provincial migration through regional develop­
ment to attract spontaneous migrants from dense and poor areas. Transmigration 
is a type of population mobility coordinated and financed by the government.
The government attempts to move the Javanese and Balinese population to other 
regions (although aware that the transmigration policy cannot solve the problem 
of dense population in Java and Bali) to distribute the population more 
equally throughout Indonesia. Transmigration policies are integrated with 
general social, economic and political development.
1.3.2 Rural-Urban Migration in Indonesia
It is difficult to assess the determinants and the impact of rural-urban 
migration at macro level for all of Indonesia. Due to technical limitations 
and shortcomings, the census, SUPAS and SUSENAS do not provide representative 
data about rural-urban migration in Indonesia. In the census there were no 
specific questions on rural-urban migration, although in SUPAS there were 
questions on rural-urban migration at village and district level. A problem 
arises due to the limited area of coverage, e.g. SUPAS II, covered only 
60,733 households (Hugo, 1981a). Speare (1979) indicated that the highly 
clustered samples in the SUPAS II data caused some problems for estimating 
the volume of migration streams.
Irian Jaya was not covered completely in the 1971 census. Only urban 
areas were surveyed. At macro level, studies on migration have been carried 
out over limited areas. Sample studies and case studies mostly concentrated 
on rural-urban migration. Hugo's and Mantra's studies in West Java and 
Yogyakarta, respectively, and other local survey do not represent the whole 
of Indonesia. Not only was the proportion of respondents very small, but 
there are geographical, ethnic and cultural differences which can operate in 
different ways on migration. However, the results of rural-urban migration 
surveys in different parts of Indonesia can be related and compared to give 
a general view of migration in Indonesia.
The determinants of rural-urban migration in Indonesia are varied and 
relate to the special characteristics of each region. Hugo (1981b) 
specifically studied the determinants of population mobility in Indonesia but 
attempted to relate improvements in transportation and increased population 
mobility with broader socio-economic change using studies by Zarkasi in 
Central Java, Suwandi in Bali, and other studies in other provinces. The 
main determinants of migration in Indonesia include socio-economic development: 
cities and towns became the centre of capitalistic development, pulling 
the people from rural areas and other parts of the country. The distribution 
of cultivable land and population pressure are land related factors while 
rural-urban income differentials, in terms of cash earnings and access to 
industrial goods and social conflicts are also important.
For Irian Jaya, specifically for Nimboran, the determinants of 
migration are rural-urban income differentials in access to cash and 
industrial goods (see Groenewegen a,nd yan de Kaa, 1964) . In the Javanese 
case, land distribution and agricultural productivity are the main determinant 
factors of rural-urban migration. For Javanese and Nimborans the motivation 
for leaving the rural areas is quite different. The Nimborans tend to be 
pulled out in search of higher cash incomes, industrial goods and better 
education. In contrast, the push factors (landlessness and poverty) tend to 
be more significant than pull factors for the rural Javanese (see Heeren,
1955; Lipscombe, 1972).
The impact of rural-urban migration can be positive or negative. One 
positive impact may be that many poor people are able to obtain a cash 
income, thus improving rural family incomes and redistributing income between 
rural and urban people. However, Hugo (1981b) commented that population mobility 
(circulation) does not actually improve the level of living of the farmers 
who face agricultural involution because there are often no other additional 
agricultural sources to supplement their low urban income. Circulation only 
assists the poor to survive at a basic subsistence level and may not assist 
the poor in the long run. Forbes (19.81) also mentioned that circulation 
does not help to solve the spatial unevenness in development and that a 
wide margin of inequality persists between the elite among the wage-earning 
classes and the circulating petty producers (peasant classes). Connell (1981) 
discovered the same phenomena among rural households in many tiny Pacific 
countries.
Many urban workers, e.g. public servants and petty traders are partly 
rural residents (Hugo, 1978; Mantra, 1981). As a result, villagers become 
more familiar with different kinds of jobs, new ideas and knowledge which 
contributes to the processes of social change. However, on the negative 
side, many towns and cities in Indonesia, such as Jakarta, Surabaya and 
Bandung, face chronic problems of housing, water, transportation, etc.,
because of the influx of rural people, Jayapura and other towns in Irian 
Jaya also faced these problems, mostly as a result of interprovincial 
migration. These urban problems were sharply seen when the barriers to 
other Indonesian migration were withdrawn after 1969.
1.3.3 Types of Studies
Census, SUPAS and SUSENAS are macro studies at the national level.
On the micro level, most sample surveys and case studies cover only limited 
areas. The Nimboran rural—urban migration study reported here is a micro 
study. These have concentrated more on rural-urban migration. Circulation 
and commuting have also been studied as important aspects of rural-urban 
migration. Studies at both macro and micro levels are needed as complementary 
approaches for a better understanding of migration streams in Indonesia. The 
Nimboran study reveals the migration pattern in Nimboran, Irian Jaya and 
supplements other studies for a better understanding of migration at the 
national level.
1.4 Review of Migration Literature
Studies show that rural-urban migration results from differences in 
economic opportunities. A worker moves when the expected wage is higher at 
his destination than at his place of origin. Classical and neoclassical 
theory suggested that migrants' responses to the pattern of economic 
opportunities should result in the disappearance of wage differentials 
(see pages 23, 41 to 51). Rapid population growth may also create population 
pressure on the land, resulting in pressures for outmigration. However, 
it is generally inadequate to use a single factor explanation of migration.
A combination of economic and non-economic factors act together on personal 
decisions to leave or to stay.
Rural-urban migration in developing countries has occurred on a 
significant scale since the period of European colonization. The establish­
ment of new monetary and commercial systems, central administrative structures, 
modern transportation networks and educational institutions formed new power 
structures, changed the traditional socio-economic values of the people and 
led to rural-urban migration. The evolution of the socio-economic system 
led to large movements of people into new development centres such as mining 
fields, agricultural plantations and urban, commercial and administrative 
centres, because of the opportunities available there (Caldwell, 1969;
Jansen, 1969; Gugler, 1969; May and Skeldon, 1977; Young, 1977;
Mantra, 1981). At the same time, rural-urban migration has increased as a 
result of the restructuring of traditional societies and the shift towards 
industrialization (Bouvier, et al., 1969; Gugler, 1969; Simmons et al., 1977; 
Young, 1977). Rural-urban migration has become an important characteristic
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of developing countries. Several theoretical approaches have been developed 
to explain the phenomenon of rural-urban migration in Third World countries.
1.4.1 Theoretical Approaches to Migration
(1) Ravenstein's Theory
One of the first attempts to generalize about migration was 
Ravenstein's seven laws of migration (1885). Ravenstein stated that most 
migrants, especially females, prefer to cover only short distances. A few 
travel long distances to big cities, but most do not move directly to the 
centres of commerce and industry in big cities. They first move from remote 
areas to intermediate centres and only in the last stage go to the big cities. 
The gaps left by the earlier migrants are filled by the next generation of 
migrants. Each current of migration produces a compensating counter stream 
as a result of differences in the propensity to move. People tend to choose 
the direction of migration depending on the opportunities they can take 
advantage of. Many rural people thus move to cities. The migration rate 
increases commensurate with the improvement in opportunities. Finally, 
Ravenstein concluded that the decision to move is primarily based on 
economic needs. The migrants desire to improve their economic level by 
moving from areas of relative poverty to areas of opportunities.
(2) Lee's Migration Theory
Lee (1966) summarized the decision to migrate and the migration process 
under four headings as follows: pull factors associated with the destination
area; push factors associated with the area of origin; intervening variables, 
such as ethnic barriers, immigration laws, moving costs and distances; and 
personal factors. Lee formulated 18 hypotheses: five concerned with the
absolute volume of migration, six dealing with streams and counter streams 
of migration and seven having to do with characteristics of migrants. The 
volume of migration, streams and counter streams of migration depend on the 
net impact of push-pull factors, intervening variables and personal factors. 
Each place of origin and destination has a set of positive and negative 
factors attracting and repelling migrants. The greater the differences 
among these, the higher the probability of migration. Migrants respond 
differently to the sets of positive and negative factors at origin and at 
destination. Lee emphasized personal factors as important causes of these 
differences in migration decisions. These affect the migrants' evaluation 
of the situation at the origin compared with the situation at destination. 
Migrants who are highly qualified are more mobile.
As a result of these considerations, Lee concluded that migration is 
selective. Migrants responding to plus factors at the destination tend to 
select positively, migrants responding to minus factors tend to select
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negatively and, where minus factors are overwhelming for the entire population 
group, they may not be selected at all. Lee also emphasized the role of 
intervening variables which can assist or hinder the migration process.
Migrants with higher levels of education are able to overcome obstacles more 
easily than the uneducated or the poor. The characteristics of migrants and 
stages of the life cycle are also important in the selection of migrants.
Age, sex, education, marital status and family size tend to be intermediate 
variables in the selection of migrants. Persons with different characteristics 
react differently to the balance of plus and minus factors at origin and 
destination.
(3) Pull-push Factors
Hypotheses have been made about the nature of the pull-push factors 
which lead to migration from a rural to an urban area. These factors are 
economic and non-economic and operate through intervening variables.
Herrick (1965) explains that rural-urban migration exists as a result of 
geographic differences in productivity, fertility, education, social 
attitudes, degree of contact and innovation. The combination of these push 
the farmers out of their rural pursuits and into the only alternatives that 
exist for them in the city. Push-pull factors differ from one society to 
another. In an overcrowded rural area people face economic, land and populatio: 
pressures. These cause low agricultural productivity, food problems and 
poverty. The pressure of rural poverty pushes the farroers off the land. The 
need for enough food becomes the highest priority (Caldwell, 1969; Hugo,
1978; Mantra, 1981).
On the other hand, in sparsely populated regions, which are abundant 
in natural resources, people do not face these problems. The desire for 
money, industrial goods, education, entertainment or marriage or to see 
another world are the main considerations. Destination opportunities, such 
as employment, education and entertainment, marriage, prestige and status 
become pull factors. Herrick emphasized that rural-urban migration results 
from some combination of the push-pull factors. These two hypotheses may 
be unified in one in which urban migration is a function of the expected 
rural-urban opportunity differences. Studies also show that there are 
many people who tend to stay in the village or who are less mobile because 
they have village jobs, enough land for farming, work experience only in 
agriculture, lack money, have little or no savings to invest in migration, 
have family ties or come from lower status groups.
Zelinsky (1979) called human migration a form of social physics with 
the migrants or non-migrants responding to the strength of the gravity of 
push-pull factors. The availability of employment or knowledge thereof,
distance, cost of moving and types of obstacles, information flows and 
feedbacks and various social and psychological factors can together 
explain migration. Gipey (1978) stressed that population mobility occurs 
as a combination of push-pull factors in the places of origin and destination, 
which he called the Four Factors. Whether a person decides to move depends 
on the net result of the combination of these factors acting on him at 
the time of final decision. The extent to which migration is permanent or 
temporary also depends on these factors. A person or group stays longer 
in the urban sector if the pull factors are stronger than push factors in 
the rural areas. Gugler (1969) commented that much of the literature 
focuses on push-pull factors in the migration decision, but obscures the 
fact that comparison between the points of departure and destination is 
involved. It is preferable to see the potential migrants as confronting 
a rural-urban balance of opportunities. Some peasants leave the agricultural 
land because of rural famine and population pressure on land. For others, 
the desire to earn money and to buy imported goods are often predominant 
economic causes of rural-urban migration. These may be more related to 
status and prestige. The decision to move is usually related to economic 
needs, but there can also be socio-psychological needs such as the desire to 
achieve prestige and a higher social status. Other collective factors, called 
Last Straw Causes, such as accumulation of bride wealth, desire 
to see other places, quarrels, adultery and theft operate on a temporary 
basis and are relatively unimportant.
Taylor (1969) and May and Skeldon (1977), using the push-pull model, 
point out that the study of the determinants of migration must take place 
on three levels. At the objective level, one needs to observe the 
characteristics of the place of origin and destination and the circumstances 
of the transfer; at the normative level, to observe the way in which the 
community perceives and evaluates migration; and at the psychological level, 
to observe the subjective propensity to migrate. Taylor and May and Skeldon 
decided that socio-economic conditions and personal factors are the main 
causes of migration. Taylor called these conditions the motivational 
structure, which he classified as: the aspiring type, characterized by an
overall dissatisfaction with various aspects of life; the resultant type, 
by a desire to move because of socio-economic motives; the dislocated type, 
by a degree of dislocation such as marriage; and the epiphenomenal type, 
by a variety of personal reasons, such as illness, divorce and unpopularity.
(4) Intervening Variables
Intervening variables affect the decision to move or to stay. The 
intervening variables which assist people to move are called intervening
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opportunities, while those which hinder movement are called intervening 
obstacles. Cardona (1975) divided intervening variables into physical and 
psycho-cultural variables. Physical intervening variables include the cost 
and duration of journey and the availability of transportation facilities.
As distance between two areas increases or as transportation becomes more 
difficult, migration tends to decrease. Psycho-cultural intervening variables 
include the differences in cultural and economic patterns between two places 
which can hinder migration. On the other hand, similarity in the cultural 
patterns between two areas tends to increase movement between them.
Lee (1966) explained that between every two points there stands a set 
of intervening obstacles, such as distance and physical barriers, which may 
be slight in some instances and insurmountable in others. These intervening 
factors are relatively unimportant for some people but for others the same 
movement will be very hard. Speare (1970) pointed out that the decision to 
move is not primarily determined by economic pressures but more by the 
intervening variables, such as age, sex, marital status, education, social 
status, transport costs, physical barriers and regulations. However, these 
intervening variables are explained in economic terms by the human capital 
model (see below, p. 11). Mobile migrants are mostly men, single, better 
educated, having a higher social status, more sensitive to urban wage 
levels than rural wages and having a greater awareness of towns and urban life.
Speare showed that age and the life cycle stages have independent effects 
on migration. Young people who are single can migrate more easily than older 
married people. Therefore age and life cycle stages can become intervening 
obstacles for certain people. He examined cost-benefit variables, distance, 
marital status and natural barriers to see which had the strongest impact on 
rural-urban migration and found that the cost of moving, the cost of living 
in cities are sources of stress for migration, but that the strongest 
factor was the cost of moving. The background variables, such as age, 
education and life cycle stage do not directly push people to move.
If a person is dissatisfied with the environmental stresses of the village 
or knows about the availability of opportunities in the destination areas, 
he still cannot move as long as he does not have the cost of transportation 
or enough income to live in the city or if there are no close relatives in 
the city. However, the role of these cost and background variables are 
different for every society.
Renard (1981) showed that migrants move to the city if they know that 
they have families there who can give them a bed, food and help them to look 
for a job. Personal sensitivities, intelligence, awareness and knowledge
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of the situation at the destination, personal contacts and the evaluation of 
the situation at origin are intermediate factors for migration. There are 
personalities who are either resistant to these changes or who welcome them 
for the sake of change. There must be compelling reasons for some individuals 
to migrate, while for others little provocation is needed. Gugler (1969) 
showed that personal factors are probably the real cause pushing a person to 
leave his home. If the gradual deterioration of local conditions becomes 
unbearable to him, then he decides to move. Individual decisions are more 
important in such a situation.
(4) Causes and Consequences of Migration
Lipton (1980) argued that there were two main types of migrants from 
similar types of villages but with very different affects on their rural 
villages of origin: firstly, the poorer farmers and landless who are pushed
into migration by inequality within the village; and secondly, the sons of 
bigger farmers who are pulled out and helped to gain most benefit from their 
move, e.g. by education and by the rural surplus which village inequality 
directs to their families. Lipton sees the 'push' migrants as individuals 
who generate few positive gains to their rural families. The 'puli' migrants, 
in contrast, tend to retain the strong family ties that were often instrumental 
in their decision to migrate, and to generate income, skills, knowledge or 
remittances useful to the rural family. He therefore sees migration as 
failing to benefit the village poor, whose sons were pushed into migration, 
but producing considerable benefits to the more affluent families of the 
'puli' migrants. Migration thus tends to increase within-village inequality.
Hugo's findings in West-Java tend to support Lipton in showing that 
rural-urban migration tends to increase inequalities in the villages.
Migrant households in the villages are generally better off than non-migrant 
households; while similar differences can also be seen between villages 
that are close and those that are far from opportunity centres. Cunningham 
(1958) described the combination impact of the land, economic and the growing 
population pressures and the increased desire to meet economic demands as 
a dangerous pressure which caused pushed and pulled Toba-Batak people to 
flood urban centres in East Sumatera. Connell (1981) indicated the same 
phenomena in many households in Pacific countries such as Tonga and Western 
Samoa which depend absolutely on remittances.
The net impact of migration on rural communities may be positive or 
negative. The remission of money from town to relatives in villages may 
create additional jobs through the construction of stone-walled and tile-roofed 
village houses by local craftsmen and a house guard may be employed. In 
addition, the influx of money benefits the petty traders as village markets 
expand. There are also social effects on village life. The returned 
government and army pensioners with their status, experiences and leadership
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qualities can create significant improvements of village life. They may 
introduce and experiment with new agricultural techniques and seeds which 
can improve agricultural output. Other rural villagers can imitate them.
On the other hand, there is also a negative impact on village life such as: 
the lack of economically active men in the village for village improvement 
programmes such as building schools, paths, etc.; the loss of village leaders 
which can be critical for general rural development and may result in some 
kinds of social disruptions; and the extended absence of male migrants from 
wives and children which may lead to divorce.
(6) Human Capital Theory
In the human capital model of investment in migration, the capitalized 
value (present value) of the rural-urban income differential is a determinant 
of migration (Corner, 1981b). This model considers migration as an investment 
to improve the quality of an individual's human capital stock and to enhance 
its productivity through obtaining better paid employment (Schultz, 1971). 
Cost-benefits analysis of the rate of return allows migrants to compare the 
difference between the expected rural income and the expected urban income.
This human capital model can be used to explain a number of facts 
about migration, such as migration direction (migrants are likely to move 
from low income (rural) to high income (urban) areas. The wage (income) 
differential makes the move economically advantageous); migration stages 
(the migrants move from farm to villages, from village to town, from town to 
city. They do not move directly to the city because of higher costs of 
moving and higher psychic costs which vary due to distance and the 
unfamiliarity of the new destination); and the types of migrants. (Firstly, 
young people are more likely to migrate because (a) they have more years 
ahead of them to obtain a return on their investment; (b) they are poorer 
and have a smaller income in rural employment; (c) they are likely to be 
better educated and can expect a higher urban wage; (d) they have a higher 
probability of obtaining employment; and, (e) they can expect a higher 
return on their investment in migration because they do not have a high status 
at home. Secondly, migrants are likely to be single. The direct cost of 
moving for single migrants will be lower because they have no dependents and 
have few possessions to take with them. The psychic costs will be also 
lower compared with the married migrants. Finally, better educated migrants 
are more likely to be mobile because they are expecting a higher urban wage 
and a higher probability of employment in the urban sector. Better educated 
migrants have knowledge and skill which will yield a higher income and a 
positive rate of return. Better income can also affect the migrants' health 
and his probability of surviving to obtain a yield on his investment.)
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1.5 Conceptual Definitions and Practical Problems
Mobility refers to spatial, physical or geographic movement (Shryock et 
al., 1969). However, not all kinds of spatial mobility are included in the 
term 'migration'. May and Skeldon (1977) and Bedford (1981) described 
migration as one of the three basic elements of population change. Unlike 
fertility and mortality, it has proved difficult to define precisely because 
there is neither a biological referrent for, nor any inherent uniformity in, 
population movement. It does not have a uniform meaning or relevance in a 
wide range of spatial, temporal and cultural contexts (Bedford, 1980).
Population mobility can be divided into permanent or long term migration 
and temporary, short term movements, including commuting (daily movements) 
and circulation (periodic, seasonal and circulatory movements up to one year 
apart). Definitions of migration, commuting and circulation differ between 
various studies. Hubo's definition of migration was that the mover was 
absent continuously from the village for six months or more. If it was less 
than six months the move was considered as circulation, while commuting was 
a regular move where the mover returned most nights. Mantra's definition 
(1981) of migration was an intentional shift of residence across the dukuh 
boundary for one or more years. If this movement was less than one year, 
it was called circulation, while commuting was for at least six hours every 
day and not more than 24 hours.
Bedford (1981) described migration as moves where the intention of the 
mover was to settle permanently at the destination. Amin (1974) and Wunsch 
(1978) declared that if any movement has important demographic effects on the 
population of origin or the population of destination, it can be classified 
as migration. However, Amin suggested that temporary migration is not 
included because the people continue to take part in activities at the place 
of origin. Zelinsky (1971) and Renard (1981) pointed out that a specific 
desire or intention to return to the place of residence is the basic indicator 
of temporary migration. Renard claimed that an individual who moves to an 
urban area and lives there for 20 or 40 years may still be regarded as a 
temporary migrant as long as he or she intends to return home to the village 
on retirement. However, Bedford (1981) showed that the term 'intent'ion had 
a certain weakness as a criterion because a migrant intending a short term 
move can change it to a permanent move, while a long term move can change to 
a short term move. Gugler and Prothero (1975), on the other hand, explained 
that for short term circulation the intention to return is usually obvious.
Migration movements may vary in duration and distance. Even when 
migration is inflexibly defined as a permanent change of residence there still 
exist problems of definition. Space in the study of mobility is considered in
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terms of distance and direction. It seems difficult to define an appropriate 
measure of spatial dimension. For example, moves from one hall to another 
in the same building, from one house to another in the same neighbourhood, 
might be considered as migration, although there is no change of milieu and 
the consequences are not the same (Lee, 1966; United Nations VI, 1970).
Du Toit (1975) said that a person is a migrant if he or she has crossed a 
geographical, ethnic or other boundary which sets a migrant apart and makes 
him feel a challenge within the new setting. Hugo (1978) described this 
space problem when he analysed field data for Western-Java. In Indonesia, 
census moves are differentiated according to the highest level of the 
administrative unit whose boundary they crossed. Administrative units and 
social distance in Indonesia are extremely different in size.
The distance criterion has not been accepted as an appropriate criterion 
and there are also difficulties in defining milieu. Some researchers define 
it as a cultural unit, while others use an administrative or geographic 
unit. According to Amin, the criterion of distance is important only when 
it implies the crossing of national frontiers.
Bedford (1981) also observed that the use of the same labels such 
as circulation, commuting and migration, does not indicate the same movement. 
Standing (1981) suggested that migration should not be defined restrictively 
in terms of time or space in national censuses and surveys, thus allowing 
data users more freedom in choosing definitions appropriate to their purpose. 
However, this creates problems for comparative analysis among different 
societies and it is therefore difficult to compare migration rates among 
societies. Chapman (1978), Hugo (1978) and Renard..(1981) suggested the need 
for alternative definitions which are meaningful in the socio-cultural context 
of the society.
In this study the conventional definition of migration as a permanent 
change of residence was used as an operational definition. Nimboran migrants 
were defined simply as persons who moved fron the Nimboran district to 
Jayapura. Hugo and Mantra did not use space and distance as the main 
parameters to define migration but preferred to use a time reference. In 
this study, the time criteria was a six months minimum period of absence 
from the village.
1.6 Sources of Data
1.6.1 Migration Field Study
Between January and May 1980 a survey of Nimboran migrants was carried 
out in Nimboran rural areas and in Jayapura as part of a national migration 
survey carried out in eight provinces (South Sumatera, West, Central and
East Java, Bali and Irian Jaya) in Indonesia by the Population Studies Centre 
in Yogyakarta. The study was limited to rural-urban migration and was 
additionally intended to provide research experience to students of 
Cenderawasih University. The purpose was to examine socio-economic changes 
in the rural areas in relation to migration. For Irian Jaya, there were 
difficulties in implementing the design and methodological and field 
instructions. The methodological approach for Nimboran and Jayapura was 
adapted to the local conditions. The plan was to use rural field data 
obtained from 250 rural households and 20 key leaders, gathered with the 
interview schedules B, C, D, and E, but there were difficulties with coding 
errors in the rural data. It was decided that only the 100 individual 
migrants in Asano-Hedam could be used as the main field data source. The 
interview schedule Form F was used to obtain detailed information about 
migrants' settlement in town, their identity, Life History matrix, their 
decision to move and the migration process, their experiences in town, 
relationships with the place of origin and knowledge and attitudes. All 100 
individual migrants were males and the majority were heads of households (the 
criterion 'economically active' was used to select the migrants). Males 
were chosen because it was easier to interview them as they were less 
sensitive about being questioned by the interviewers who were all males.
The data obtained from the field survey were used in Chapters 3, 4 and 5.
1.6.2 Census 1971 and 1980
The data on inter-provincial migration, sex and age of the Jayapura 
urban population were taken from the 1971 and 1980 censuses.
1.6.3 Influential Leaders
Six key Nimboran leaders in Jayapura were taken as informants. These 
were considered as leaders because they gained ten votes or more from the 
individual migrants in responses to the question: 'Who is the important man
in your society?' The opinions of these leaders were used to interpret the 
replies in the questionnaires.
1.7 Field Methodology
The data were obtained from the Asano-Hedam villages in Jayapura. The 
fieldwork used the interview schedule Form F as the main research instrument 
for gathering data from the 100 individual migrants. Most of the questions 
are closed types (more detailed discussion follows in later chapters). 
In-depth conversation with the respondents and the key leaders was used to 
probe for additional information. The interview schedule Form F consisted 
of nine major sub-topics: the migrants' location in town, individual data
for each respondent, Life History matrix, the decision to move and the
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migration process, experiences in town, relationship with the place of 
origin, knowledge and attitudes of the respondents, general information and 
short term visitors. The main data used are: (1) Individual information
on sex, age, education, marital status, income sources, and property ownership;
(2) Information relating to the decision to move, such as reasons for moving, 
presence of families, number of people known in Jayapura, discussions about 
moving, the final decision to move, transportation and costs of moving;
(3) Urban experience, covering first accommodation in Jayapura, duration of 
residence, occupation, monthly income, financial problems; (4) Rural-urban 
ties, such as visits (frequency, length and purpose of visits), remittances 
of cash and goods, letters; (5) Knowledge and attitudes, such as advantages 
and disadvantages of rural and urban life; (6) General information, such as 
exposure to newspapers, radio.
The procedures used to select the survey area in Jayapura, the 100 
individual migrants and to collect data were: (1) Asano-Hedam villages were 
chosen as the survey areas, because the data gathered from rural areas 
indicated that many Nimboran migrants lived in these two villages. (The 
rural households survey provided information about the migrants' location in 
Jayapura, employment status, age and sex). A survey conducted in Jayapura 
also showed that many Nimboran migrants live in these two villages. 
Unfortunately the data obtained from the villages at district level in 
Jayapura were unreliable and could not be used to ascertain the exact number 
of Nimboran people in Asano-Hedam and other villages in Jayapura. (2) Three 
hundred households in the Nimboran area were selected and given identification 
numbers. These comprised all of seven villages and a sufficient number of 
households in the eighth village to make a total of 300. A census was taken 
of all 300 households in the eight villages. Based on the requirements of 
the nation-wide survey, 250 households were taken from the 300 households on 
a random basis to serve as the sample. Data on push-pull factors, 
information sources and socio-economic background in rural areas were obtained 
from this sample. One hundred individual migrants living in Asano-Hedam 
were drawn from the 250 sample rural households. One economically active 
male migrant aged 15 or older who was living in Asano-Hedam was chosen from 
each household. If there were more than one eligible migrant for a household 
(as was the case in most households) the eldest was chosen. The households 
were ordered randomly and were sampled in this manner until 100 migrants had 
been obtained. A record of the migrants' names was made and they were 
traced in Asano-Hedam. Because numbers were small and the migrants lived 
in cohesive groups in close contact with relatives, both in the town and the 
villages, it was possible to trace all of the 100 selected migrants. The
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field study lasted for five weeks from April to the third week of May 1980.
The questions were asked by eight male interviewers from the university.
1.8 Data Limitations
1.8.1 Field Study
There are a number of significant data limitations in the 1980 field 
study in Jayapura. Non-probability sampling was used to select the 
respondents and the sample of 100 individual migrants was small and cannot 
be considered representative. Female migrants to Jayapura were not 
represented because of the selection criteria. (It was estimated from the 
rural survey that nearly one-third of the Nimboran migrants were females, 
both accompanied and unaccompanied). The aim was to collect additional 
information from the 100 individual migrants, not as a sample but to supplement 
the main Nimboran rural data. Therefore, there was no complete sampling 
frame of Nimboran migrants in Jayapura to allow the selection of a 
representative sample. There was, as a result of selection procedures, an 
unequal selection of cases from each of the major categories of variables 
believed to influence the dependent variables. For example, of the 100 
individual migrants, 67 were 30 years old and over. This over-representation 
of older males was due to the choice of the eldest if there was more than 
one eligible migrant from a household. As a result the role of education, 
an important background variable in the Nimboran migration process, is 
under-emphasized because education is inversely related to age.
However, in spite of these major limitations, which tend to bias the 
analysis and results, these data are valuable because other data from rural 
areas are scarce and no other studies of rural migrants to Jayapura have been 
undertaken.
1.8.2 Censuses for 1971 and 1980
In the national census 1971, series D and E dealt only with inter­
provincial migration to urban areas in Irian Jaya. The 1980 consus covered 
rural Irian Jaya which was not included in the earlier 1971 census. Both 
censuses dealt with questions on lifetime migration at national level between 
the provinces, questions on province of birth, length of time lived in 
present province of residence and last province lived in before moving to 
province of present residence. A question on province of residence five 
years ago was added to the 1980 census (Hugo, 1981a). Rural-urban migration 
at district and village level was not covered in the censuses. The spatial 
differences (province level in the census) prevent valid comparisons with the 
rural-urban migration survey.
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1.9 Data Presentation
Although the sample was hiased in respect of both variables, the 100 
cases are displayed in the tables with age and duration of residence as the 
main control variables. This presentation by age and duration of residence 
in Jayapura is important, not to show the typical age composition of migrants 
but to clarify the relationship between other variables, such as education, 
type of migrants and present job in Jayapura. For example, 54 of the 67 
migrants of age 30 and over were unschooled. By contrast, 26 of the 33 migrants 
below age 30 had completed ten years of schooling. A distinct difference 
existed between the educational, migration and occupational experiences of 
older and younger migrants. While there was a close correlation between age 
and duration of residence, presentation of both variables allowed, in some 
instances, inferences to be drawn as to the relative importance of each 
factor.
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CHAPTER 2
SETTING
Hugo (1978) declared that the examination of population movements cannot 
be divorced from the basic elements within the environment in which the system 
operates. Nimboran rural villages and urban Jayapura show variation in the 
set of characteristics (.the social and physical environment, demographic aspects 
etc.) that exert some influences on the form and the direction of Nimboran 
migration. Nimboran population movement does not operate in a void, but is 
connected to a set of characteristics and a system within the setting.
2.1 Urban Setting
Jayapura is situated in a mountainous area. The relief is controlled by 
two elements; a narrow plain surface which predominates, especially in the 
Jayapura harbour area, Hamadi, Abepura and Sentani, and the mountainous 
landscape with gentle slopes at the coastal margins. It has a tropical 
rainy climate where the average yearly rainfall is over 1,000 mm with temperatur 
ranging between 22-26°C and 28-30°C. Topography and other physical factors 
affect the distribution of settlement, landuse, road building, and economic 
development. Settlement is concentrated on the narrow plain and gentle 
hillslopes.
Jayapura had a population of 45,786 people in 1971 (Census 1971), and 
is the main melting pot of Irian Jaya with people from many other parts of 
Indonesia living there. The biggest group, 14 per cent, came from Java and 
the second group, 8 per cent, from Sulawesi. Most of the Javanese and other 
islanders were government servants, but the Sulawesians (mostly from South 
Sulawesi), engaged in small trading activities in the informal sector known 
as Pedagang Kaki Lima (Petty traders).
The urban study villages of Asano-Hedam are located in Abepura. Nimboran 
migrants live in the fringe area along the foothills in Abepura. This is a 
rural area and is intensively cropped for subsistence food and market crops.
It is an area for the lower income group and the unemployed and has no 
electricity and piped water. Nimboran migrants now live in Asano-Hedam in 
scattered groups, separated by other ethnic groups. The majority, especially 
the elders, still keep the rural way of life. Others, especially the youngest 
who have formal education seem to respond more positively to urban life. 
However, Nimborans in Jayapura are marginal men. According to the field 
notes, there were 266 Nimboran households in Jayapura, each household 
consisting of an average of 8 members. The total number of Nimborans in
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Jayapura was 2001, 1022 males and 979 females. Of these, 808 were children 
under age 15. The majority, 58 per cent, were aged 15-54 and only 2 per cent 
were aged over 55.
2.2 Rural Setting
The Nimboran district covers an area of 865 square kilometres, located 
approximately 120 kilometres to the Southwest of Jayapura, 50 kilometres from 
the northern coast line and with an average elevation ranging between 70 
and 100 metres above sea level. Nearly three quarters of Nimboran terrain 
consists of flat lands called the Grime Plain. The rest forms a high to 
mountainous terrain in the south, called Nimboran Mountain, reaching a height 
of 1,500 metres. A small part of the north-east consist of rugged limestone. 
These low ridges are parts of the Dafonsoro mountains which parallel the 
coast line. The soil is mostly gravelly and sandy.
The Nimboran climate is characterized by high tropical rainfall, above 
100 mm every month, except in July and August where only 60 mm to 100 mm 
falls. Nimboran is situated on the leeward side of the Dafonsoro mountains 
but is not in a rain shadow area. The average temperature is 26°C. Diurnal 
temperature variation is small, except in the hilly region. A Dutch 
pedelogist, Wentholt (van de Kaa and Groenewegen, 1964) concluded that a 
large part of Nimboran contains the finest alluvial soil, good for 
agriculture. There is a potential abundance of plant and animal resources. 
Long-term cash crops such as cacao, coffee and many others thrive. In the 
Dutch period, Nimboran was developed with the assistance of the South Pacific 
Commission and the European Common Market (van de Kaa and Groenewegen, 1964) 
for growing long-term market crops.
The Nimboran region consists of 27 inhabited hamlets which form 7 
administrative villages with a total population of 4976 people at the time of 
survey. These hamlets are mostly concentrated in the narrow south-east part 
of Nimboran, along the foothills of Nimboran mountain. A few settlements are 
scattered in the lower areas near the main road and in the north-east. In 
1980 there were 890 households, including 170 transmigrant households with 
a total population of 100-200 in each settlement. Population density is 
5 persons per square kilometre, although this is unequally distributed: 
most are concentrated in the south-east with the middle and western part 
uninhabited. The northern part consists of limestone and sandstone, where 
it is difficult to get water, there is a scarcity of cultivable soil and a 
general poverty of resources. Other parts of the eastern and much of the 
western part of Nimboran consist of swampy areas.
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Land h a s  becom e a  t r a n s f e r a b l e  e c o n o m ic  com m odity  an d  some N im boran  
r u r a l  p e o p l e  a t t e m p t  t o  s e l l  t o  s m a l l  b u s i n e s s m e n ,  m o s t l y  from  S o u th  
S u l a w e s i .  The l a n d  w i l l  b e  owned b y  t h e  b u s i n e s s m e n  i f  b o t h  g ro u p s  a g r e e d  
w i t h  t h e  s a l e  p r i c e  and  i t  was b o u g h t  f ro m  t h e  l a n d o w n e r  w i t h o u t  t h e  
i n t e r v e n t i o n  o f  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t .
T h e r e  w e re  v e r y  few t h r e e  y e a r  e l e m e n t a r y  s c h o o l s  b e f o r e  1950 , m o s t l y  
l o c a t e d  a r o u n d  Genyem an d  f a r  f rom  t h e  m ore  r e m o te  h a m l e t s .  T h i s  c r e a t e d  an  
e d u c a t i o n a l  b a r r i e r  f o r  c h i l d r e n  f ro m  t h e s e  h a m l e t s .  The e d u c a t i o n a l  a w a r e n e s s  
o f  N im boran  p a r e n t s  i n  t h e  p a s t  was v e r y  low . They w ere  r e l u c t a n t  t o  a l l o w  t h e  
c h i l d r e n  e i t h e r  t o  e n t e r  t h e  s c h o o l  o r  f i n i s h  t h i r d  y e a r  e d u c a t i o n  b e c a u s e  t h e y  
c o n s i d e r e d  c h i l d r e n  a s  a s s e t s  (who c o u l d  h e l p  i n  t h e  h o u s e )  r a t h e r  t h a n  
a s  l i a b i l i t i e s .  N im boran  s o c i e t y  d o e s  n o t  c o n s i d e r  c h i l d r e n  a s  a  s o c i o ­
eco n o m ic  b u r d e n .  A f t e r  1950 e d u c a t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s  i n  t h e  r u r a l  a r e a s  
s l o w l y  im p ro v e d ,  b e t t e r  s c h o o l  b u i l d i n g s  w e re  b u i l t ,  t h e  num ber o f  v i l l a g e  
t e a c h e r s  d o u b le d  a n d  p a r e n t s '  a w a r e n e s s  o f  e d u c a t i o n  i n c r e a s e d .  New s i x  
y e a r  e l e m e n t a r y  s c h o o l s  w e re  b u i l t  i n  e a c h  v i l l a g e  an d  o n e  J u n i o r  High 
S c h o o l  was e r e c t e d  i n  Genyem. H ow ever,  t h e s e  s c h o o l s  d i d  n o t  have  
s u f f i c i e n t  f a c i l i t i e s  an d  t h e r e  w as s t i l l  a  s e r i o u s  l a c k  o f  good t e a c h e r s .
The h e a l t h  o f  r u r a l  N im b o ran s  w as  p o o r .  G roenew egen  an d  v an  de Kaa (1964) 
r e p o r t e d  t h a t  t h e  m ain  d i s e a s e s  w e re  m a l a r i a  an d  t u b e r c u l o s i s .  I n  1950 a 
m i s s i o n a r y  h o s p i t a l  s u b s i d i z e d  b y  G o v e rn m en t  was e s t a b l i s h e d  i n  N im boran ,  
h e a d e d  b y  a m e d i c a l  d o c t o r .  Some young  N im b o ran s  w e re  t r a i n e d  in  J a y a p u r a  
a s  h e a l t h  w o r k e r s  ( n u r s e s )  w h i l e  f ro m  1956 young  g i r l s  w e re  t r a i n e d  
s p e c i f i c a l l y  a s  m id w iv e s ,  c a l l e d  KSB ( K i n d e r s t e r f t e  B e s t r i j d i n g ) . I n  1976, 
G o v e rn m en t  e s t a b l i s h e d  a v i l l a g e  h e a l t h  c e n t r e  (Badan Keseja.hteraan Ibu  dan 
Anak -  M o th e r  an d  C h i l d  C are  C e n t r e )  i n  Bezum, a p p r o x i m a t e l y  s e v e n  k i l o m e t r e s  
from  Genyem. A few t r a i n e d  t r a d i t i o n a l  b i r t h  a t t e n d a n t s  a l s o  w o rk e d  i n  
t h i s  h e a l t h  c e n t r e .  The m ain  h e a l t h  p ro g r a m s  w e re  m a l a r i a  e r a d i c a t i o n ,  
t u b e r c u l o s i s  c o n t r o l ,  m o t h e r  a n d  c h i l d  c a r e ,  l i n k e d  w i t h  o t h e r  g o v e rn m e n t  
com m unity  d e v e lo p m e n t  p ro g ram m e s .
2 .3  The H i s t o r i c a l  C o n t e x t  o f  N im boran  M o b i l i t y
The m o b i l i t y  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  N im boran  p o p u l a t i o n  c a n  b e  d i v i d e d  i n t o  
p r e - c o n t a c t  p o p u l a t i o n  m o b i l i t y ,  p o s t - c o n t a c t  p o p u l a t i o n  m o b i l i t y  an d  r e c e n t  
m o b i l i t y .
2 . 3 . 1  P r e - C o n t a c t  P o p u l a t i o n  M o b i l i t y
R u r a l - r u r a l  m o b i l i t y  was o n e  fo rm  o f  m o b i l i t y  i n  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  N im boran  
s o c i e t y .  I t  was s h o r t  t e rm  and  s h o r t  d i s t a n c e  m ovem ent,  m o s t l y  com m uting  
an d  c i r c u l a t i o n  w i t h  some p e r m a n e n t  a n d  lo n g  d i s t a n c e  m ovem ents  a s s o c i a t e d  
w i t h  g a t h e r i n g  f o o d ,  b a r t e r  t r a d e ,  w a r f a r e ,  m a r r i a g e ,  c o n f l i c t  and  d i s a s t e r .
23.
This mobility occurred within a defined and limited territory, mostly within 
the language boundary. Warfare was one reason for forced permanent migration. 
In the animist period the rural villages sometimes created interclan and 
intertribal wars, mostly caused by disputes over landrights, theft and women.
As a result of wars, the defeated clans or parish would separate from the other 
groups and move to the remote rugged interior regions for security. Nowadays 
a few of the settlements are still located in the more rugged regions.
Barter trade created a daily movement among the traditional societies. 
Nimboran society also conducted intermittent food and handcraft exchange with 
other groups. The Nimboran people, as an inland community, exchanged 
agricultural crops such as taro, yam, sweet potatoes, sago for sea products 
such as fish, shell fish and shell ornaments and fresh water fish with the 
Demta and Tanah Merah people from the north coast and the people of Sentani 
Lake.
Marriage was also an important component of forced migration resulting 
in a permanent change of residence. The marriage system in Nimboran is 
patrilineal. Both endogamous and exogamous marriages must be patrilocal 
but endogamous marriage is more important than exogamous. For Nimborans, 
exogamous marriages were important in extending kinship relations outside the 
genealogical line and in creating economic and social support among groups, 
free movements within the local territory and sharing use of bush resources.
Disasters, such as epidemics and floods also caused permanent change of 
residence but these movements did not basically change the social structure. 
Prior (1975) called them conservative migration flows.
2.3.2 Post-Contact Population Mobility
Post contact migration dates from about 1926 during the Dutch colonial 
period. The Nimborans came in contact for the first time with a Dutch 
missionary who set up a three year elementary school in Genyem in the 
1930s. Rapid development from the 1940s in Hollandia (now Jayapura), Biak, 
Manokwari, Sorong, Fak-Fak and Merauke caused migration to these development 
centres. There were two categories of migrants: first, uneducated people in
search of wage employment. Most young rural people worked in the American 
Navy Base in Ifar Gunung, Base G, Dock 2, Dock 4, Dock 5, Dock 7, Dock 8 and 
Dock 9 in Jayapura. They worked as cooks, construction workers, etc.
Also among the uneducated were contract labourers in the cotton plantations 
in Ransiki and in the oil company, Nederlands Nieuw Guinea Petroleum 
Maatschappij (NNGPM) in Sorong. After the contract period they could sign 
a new contract or return home. Many returned contract labourers encouraged 
other rural people to leave the hamlets to look for jobs and money. The
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s e c o n d  c a t e g o r y  o f  m i g r a n t s  w e re  young  p e o p l e  l o o k i n g  f o r  h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n .
They w en t t o  J a y a p u r a  w h e re  s c h o o l  f a c i l i t i e s  w ere  a v a i l a b l e .  M ost w ere  
12 y e a r s  o l d .  Many who c o m p le t e d  p r i m a r y  a n d  s e c o n d a r y  e d u c a t i o n  p r e f e r r e d  t o  
work i n  J a y a p u r a  a n d  i n  g o v e rn m e n t  an d  m i s s i o n  s t a t i o n s  in  r u r a l  a r e a s .
They w e re  u s u a l l y  a c c o m p a n ie d  b y  t h e i r  w iv e s  and  c h i l d r e n .  T hose  who w o rk e d  
f o r  g o v e rn m e n t  o r  m i s s i o n s  i n  r u r a l  a r e a s  r e g u l a r l y  moved e v e r y  t h r e e  y e a r s  
and  l i v e d  on t h e  o u t s k i r t s  o f  e a c h  c e n t r e  i n  a ' s t a d s k a m p o n g ' .  T h e i r  h o u s e s  
w ere  b u i l t  b y  t h e  D u tch  G o v ern m en t a n d  t h e s e  m i g r a n t s  d i d  n o t  grow  v e g e t a b l e s  
o r  o t h e r  k i n d s  o f  fo o d  b e c a u s e  t h e i r  incom e was enough  t o  bu y  im p o r t e d  g o o d s .
M ost  o f  t h e  young  N im b o ran s  w e n t  t o  J a y a p u r a  t o  e a r n  m oney. They s a v e d  
some o f  t h e  money f o r  a m a r r i a g e  dow ry  and  a  s m a l l  am ount t o  h e l p  p a y  t h e i r  
p a r e n t s '  t a x e s  w h ic h  w e re  i n t r o d u c e d  i n  t h e  1 9 5 0 s .  The p aym en t o f  t h e  
m a r r i a g e  dowry w as n o t ,  h o w e v e r ,  a  d o m in a n t  p u s h  f a c t o r .  Many young 
N im boran  g i r l s  f rom  t h e  h a m l e t s  moved t o  J a y a p u r a  f o r  h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n  a n d  
t r a i n i n g  o r  t o  w ork a s  h o u s e h o l d  s e r v a n t s .  The C h u rch  c h a n g e d  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  
norm s a n d  v a l u e s  w h ic h  gave  women low  s t a t u s .  As a r e s u l t ,  many p a r e n t s  
c o u l d  n o t  f o r c e  g i r l s  t o  m a r r y  a t  young  a g e s .  From t h e  1 9 6 0 s  t h e r e  w ere  
c h a n g e s  i n  t h e  ag e  a t  m a r r i a g e .  G i r l s  a t t e n d i n g  h i g h e r  e d u c a t i o n  w e re  a b l e  
t o  p o s t p o n e  m a r r i a g e .
R e s e t t l e m e n t  was a l s o  a n  i m p o r t a n t  p e r m a n e n t  m ovem ent.  The D u tch  
G o v e rn m en t  c o n s o l i d a t e d  s m a l l  s c a t t e r e d  g r o u p s  i n t o  m ore  a c c e s s i b l e  l o c a t i o n s  
f o r  e a s e  o f  a d m i n i s t r a t i o n .  I n  1950 10 h o u s e h o l d s  from  M a if  w ere  moved t o  
Benyom, c l o s e  t o  Genyem w h ic h  was t h e  c e n t r e  o f  G o v e rn m en t .
2 . 3 . 3  R e c e n t  P o p u l a t i o n  M o b i l i t y
R e c e n t  p o p u l a t i o n  m o b i l i t y  d a t e s  from  1962, when I r i a n  J a y a  becam e t h e  
2 8 t h  p r o v i n c e  o f  I n d o n e s i a ,  a n d  h a s  b e e n  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by  a d e c l i n e  i n  r u r a l -  
u r b a n  m i g r a t i o n  b u t  a n  i n c r e a s e  in  r e t u r n  m i g r a t i o n ,  c i r c u l a t i o n  an d  com m uting  
t o  a n d  from  u r b a n  a r e a s .  D e c l i n i n g  r u r a l - u r b a n  m i g r a t i o n  and  i n c r e a s i n g  
r e t u r n  m i g r a t i o n  w e re  m o s t l y  c a u s e d  b y  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  c h a n g e  i n  I r i a n  J a y a .  
I r i a n  J a y a  was c o n t r o l l e d  b y  t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s  i n  1962 and  a f t e r  t h a t  b y  
I n d o n e s i a .  T h i s  p o l i t i c a l  u p h e a v a l  h i n d e r e d  eco n o m ic  d e v e lo p m e n t  an d  
eco n o m ic  a c t i v i t i e s  s t a g n a t e d .  P o l i t i c a l  d e v e lo p m e n t  becam e t h e  f i r s t  
p r i o r i t y  d u r i n g  t h i s  p e r i o d  when t h e  I n d o n e s i a n  G o v e rn m en t a t t e m p t e d  t o  
c o n v i n c e  t h e  w o r l d  t h a t  I r i a n  J a y a  was a p a r t  o f  I n d o n e s i a .  A f t e r  t h e  1969 
ACT OF FREE CHOICE a g re e m e n t  w as  p a s s e d ,  t h e  g o v e r n m e n t  c h a n g e d  i t s  p r i o r i t y  
t o  e c o n o m ic  d e v e lo p m e n t .  As a r e s u l t ,  a f t e r  1969 , p e r m a n e n t  r u r a l - u r b a n  
m i g r a t i o n  c o n t i n u e d  t o  d e c l i n e  w h i l e  many u r b a n - r u r a l  m i g r a n t s  r e t u r n e d  t o  
r u r a l  a r e a s ,  a t t r a c t e d  by  p r o d u c t i o n  o f  c a s h  c r o p s  t h r o u g h  a g r i c u l t u r a l  
d e v e lo p m e n t  i n  r u r a l  a r e a s .  I n  u r b a n  a r e a s  N im b o ran s  c o u l d  n o t  com pete  w i t h  
s c h o o l e d  p e o p l e  from  o t h e r  g r o u p s  and  d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  p r a c t i c e s ,  s u c h  a s  t h e
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connection system, have been practised in the selection of new labourers.
(The connection system is an informal action taken to give priority in 
selection to relatives or friends over other job seekers). These discriminatory 
practices imposed new economic, social and psychological pressures on the 
Nimborans, becoming urban push factors which expelled the urban Nimborans 
and repelled rural newcomers.
Commuting and circulation arose as a result of improved road and 
transportation facilities. In 1980 there were approximately 10 colts (mini­
buses) which regularly made 80 round trips between Sentani and Nimboran, 
while one government bus made two round trips every day. Each colt took an 
average of ten passengers while a bus took 30, a daily influx of 860 passengers 
(commuters) to and from Nimboran. Trucks also carried commuters, although 
it was difficult to estimate the number of trucks that made round trips to 
Jayapura from Nimboran every day. The fare was cheaper and more luggage 
could be carried. High transportation costs (Indonesian money RP 1,400 return 
fare) hindered rural commuters who want to sell their agricultural crops in 
Hamadi (Jayapura Harbour), Abepura and Sentani. (For this reason the local 
government established a market in Genyem, so that the return villagers 
could bring their food crops for sale to the public servants).
2.4 Patterns of Inter-Provincial Migration
Inter-provincial migration as revealed by the 1980 census dealt with 
migrants based on birth place, previous place of residence and places of 
residence 5 years before. The data on birth place do not cover step 
migration and remigration, thus the volume of lifetime migration is usually 
smaller than migration based on the previous place of residence. Titus (1978, 
translation series) attempted to explain the 1971 inter-provincial migration 
using a push-pull and centre-periphery approach. Population pressure in 
rural areas, eco system stability, education, social institutions and 
political instability were mentioned as the main push factors. The pull 
factors were employment opportunities (agricultural, secondary and tertiary 
sectors), regional income per capita and the attractiveness of urban life.
The centre-periphery approach reflects the inequalities in investment and 
in development between Java-Bali and other provinces. Hugo (1980) also 
mentioned the uneven impact of capitalism and centralization policies
which created regional inequality and affected inter-provincial migration 
in Indonesia. The analysis of lifetime in-migrants will be used to explore 
population growth and rural-urban migration in connection with Nimboran 
rural-urban migration. Inter provincial migration to Irian Jaya will be
examined, based on Java, South-Sulawesi, Maluku as the main migration sending
areas.
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2.4.1 Migration from Java
Table 2.1 shows that most lifetime migrants come from Java. Jakarta, 
Central, West and East Java are the most important provincial sending areas 
with a larger proportion of migrants coming from cities. Comparing lifetime 
migration and migration defined by place of previous residence, it can be 
seen that more migrants arrived in Irian Jaya from Jakarta and Yogyakarta 
than were born in these provinces. This indicates a considerable volume 
of step migration through these provinces. For all other provinces 
lifetime migration exceeds migration by place of previous residence, 
also indicating step migration.
The largest volume of migrants by all three definitions originated 
from Central Java. In general, for all categories, urban migrants 
dominated. However, for Central Java, rural migrants defined by place 
of previous residence outnumbered migrants of urban origin. This is 
probably a reflection of transmigration in the early 1970s.
Comparing the most recent migration stream, defined by place of 
residence in 1975, with the lifetime and place of previous residence 
streams there are few significant differences. This suggests a fairly 
constant pattern of inter-provincial migration into Irian Jaya from Java.
It seems likely, however, that most in-migrants arrived after 1969 and 
the patterns pre- and post 1969 may have been more different.
2.4.2 Migration from South Sulawesi
Statistical data in Table 2.1 clearly shows the dominance of migration 
to Irian Jaya from South-Sulawesi. This stream was made up of Buginese, 
Makassarese and Torajanese and was overwhelmingly urban. Many Buginese and 
Makasarese migrants were petty traders who bought agricultural crops and 
sea products (fish, etc.) from the rural villagers and manufactured goods 
from shops to sell in the market and in kiosks. Many married and settled 
in the villages where they traded. The Torajanese, on the other hand, had 
a farm background and preferred agricultural occupations; They mostly lived 
on the outskirts of towns (at regency level) or small towns (at district 
level) where agricultural land was abundant.
Forbes (1980) indicated that economic problems, unemployment and 
land shortage and the uneven impact of capitalism were the main causes of 
Buginese and Makasarese outmigration. Hugo (1981) stressed socio-cultural 
aspects while a study by Rumbiak (1976) in the Andulan hamlets of Toraja, 
indicated landlessness and lack of food as the main rural problems. The 
majority of South Sulawesians come from the urban areas but not all were 
skilled workers or government officials. Many worked as unskilled labourers.
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2.4.3 Migration from Maluku
Migration from Maluku was of similar volume to streams from East Java 
but it is an older stream. Prior to 1960 there was a significant number of 
Maluku migrants in Irian. After 1969 a large number of Maluku migrants 
(also from other provinces) entered Irian Jaya than the years before. The 
relatively high figures for Maluku probably reflect socio-economic 
difficulties. In the Dutch period many Ambonese and Kai people from Maluku 
lived in Irian Jaya and worked as teachers, evangelists, or policemen. By 
1980 some were government servants while others were semi and unskilled 
manual workers in the oil and copper mining companies in Sorong and in 
Tambagapura. Proximity to Irian Jaya may be another factor facilitating 
Maluku migrants to move to Irian Jaya.
2.5 Internal Migration in Irian Jaya
Table 2.2 gives data on the age-sex distribution of the population of 
Jayapura regency and the provinces as a whole, indicating indirectly the 
impact of migration. The data are not specifically related to migration, 
but are used here as a consequence of the lack of alternative direct data.
This is the only currently available useful data from the 1980 Indonesian 
census for the province of Irian Jaya. (The detailed provincial analysis 
has not yet been published).
Table 2.2. provides indirect evidence of the existence of sex differentials 
in rural-urban migration, on the assumption that the urban proportion in the 
population of Jayapura is larger than for the province as a whole. (The 
regency of Jayapura includes both urban and rural populations). This seems 
a reasonable assumption because the socio-economic opportunities in urban 
Jayapura, as the biggest town, are greater than in the other smaller towns.
The higher proportion of males to females in Jayapura, compared with the 
whole province, can be linked with the greater availability of occupations 
and other opportunities for men than women, and the general empirical 
observation that men have a higher propensity to migrate. The proportion of 
males in the population is higher in the ages 15-24, and to a lesser extent 
25-49, for the Jayapura regency. This is probably due to the higher 
proportion of male migrants in urban Jayapura. The youth of the migrants 
and their sex is thus indirectly indicated for urban Jayapura. For the whole 
of Irian Jaya, the proportion of females was slightly higher than that of 
males in the age group 15-24 in contrast to the normally expected demographic 
orofile. This may reflect the growth of certain occupations in which women 
can easily participate, particularly the establishment of bars, disco clubs 
and brothels for prostitution in each town at regency level and the 
influence of inter-provincial migration in response to these opportunities, 
e.g. Sorong, with inland and off-shore oil mining activities attracted women 
from Java, South Sulawesi and North Sulawesi to work in these entertainment
Po
pu
la
ti
on
 o
f 
Ja
ya
pu
ra
 R
eg
en
cy
 a
nd
 I
ri
an
 J
ay
a 
Pr
ov
in
ce
, 
By
 A
ge
 a
nd
 S
ex
, 
19
80
29
w -p
o c
X Q3 CM CO co 00 CD CN o
<u o • • • • • • •
CO CD in <—i co O CO o
p i—1 i—i rH rH co o
w X <33 r—1
-p CM
u 0
PQ rH o CO CO CD CO
2 P o* CO CD in r~' CD i—!
r—1 03 C0 O' O0 in CN o CO
M <c3 X - V » «. - - CN
■P 1 CO CO i—1 co CO CO ..
> 0 D r - CD CO t—i CO CD r -
Eh 2 1—1 i—1 1—1 CN CO o
o rH
os -P rH
d
CM o X) O0 O0 CN CN CD CO
u • • • • • • •
CO CD o ’ O r - CO r -
in p o ' O’ O’ in O1 O' O'
03 CD
< rH PM
rd
>H 6
o P m CO CO co in rH CD
< 2 a) t—i CD o CD O' CD cD
XI CO o ' CN CN rH O O
s ** — V >- —3 CD CO CO o o CO CO
2 CO r - m rH CD CO CN
i—1 in
4-1
< d
a> o ' ■—i rH 00 CO O’ CN
H u • • • • • • •
i—i CO in CO CN rH CN
PS p LO in in O' in in n
in 03
H 0) PM
r—1
cd
2 P CD CN o O’ rH CN in
03 CN CN CD 00 CO o CN
-Q O o r - CN i—1 o CN
S — h. *. — «W3 CN o CN co CO in 00
2 CO CO r - o O' CO r -
rH rH in
in -P
o d
X 03 CD o co CD O' rH o
0) u • • • • • • •
CO in O ’ CN CO CO in o
p i—i rH rH CN CN o
x : 03 rH
■p Pm
o
>H PQ
P CD o CD CO O r - 00
u (—1 03 r - O ' in CD O ’ co t—1
(13 XI CN CO O ' CN Co r ' CD
2 -P s - - - - - »
0 3 CO o 00 i n CO r - CO
W Eh 2 CN CN 1—1 co O ' O '
rH
o
■P
w d
03 CN CO o in CD CO CN
PS U • • • ■ • •
CD r-* in CN CO in
in p O ' o ' O ’ O ' O ' O ' O ’
a) 03
i—i CM
(T3
e
< <13 P ro CO o in O ’ CO O ’
Pm 03 CO CN 00 CD rH O ’ i—i
PS X) CO CO CD o r - ' CO CD
S —
D 3 o C0 00 CD co CO r "
2 rH t—1 t—i cD
CM
< -P
d
>h 03 CO 1—1 o in O’ r - CO
u • • • • • • •
c CN CO CO O ’ CD O ’
p in in m in in in in
d) in 03
03 PM
1—1
ns
2 P CO r~ CD O ' CD co O '
03 Co H r - o CN co o
-X CN i—1 CN CN CO o
s *» - - —
P3 CN i—1 CO CO in O' CN
2 rH i—1 t—1 CN CO
a) o ' CO O ’ O' CO rH
Cn i—i CN O ’ + «3
< i 1 l 1 1 o p)o in o in in in o
rH r—1 CN Eh
t/3
0
CO
d
03
u
c
-H
O
oc
d
H
O  
CO 
00 
I—t
oo
3-1
0
ocn
30.
centres which offered opportunities that were not available in their places 
of origin.
In view of the lack of recent 1980 census data, the 1971 census data 
are also used to indicate the urban population structure by age, sex, 
educational attainment and marital status. The 1971 census only surveyed 
urban areas, hence the published data by regency refers only to the urban 
population of each regency and the total population of the province refers 
to the total urban population only.
Data on age at marriage for Irian Jaya were not available. However,
Table 2.3 indirectly shows evidence of the possible influence of single 
migrants on the proportion of the urban population of Jayapura not married.
In general, the proportion of single males is higher than the proportion of 
single females at ages 20-29 declining dramatically at ages 30 and over for 
both sexes. However, the proportion of both sexes single is higher for the 
urban area of Jayapura, 65.5 per cent (1971 Census table 08) than for all 
Irian Jaya urban areas, 52.6 per cent (See table 2.3). (Note that tables 
of marital status by sex were not published at regency level). This 
indirectly suggests the larger single migration stream to Jayapura urban 
areas, since, in view of the greater economic opportunities there, it seems 
reasonable to assume that the proportion of migrants in the urban population 
of Jayapura was larger than for all urban areas of the province. This may be 
linked to the migration theory of Lee (1966) and some field findings (Herrick, 
1965; Renard, 1981) that young single males are more mobile than married 
people.
Table 2.4 shows the age-sex distribution of the unschooled and schooled 
population of urban Irian Jaya. The proportion of the schooled population 
in the urban areas is high (85.6 per cent) and almost as high as the 
proportion of schooled in the population of the Jayapura urban areas, 83.6 per 
cent (1971 Census table 17).
This is probably because of the better education facilities available in 
all urban areas. The table does not indicate any obvious impact of migration 
but does show the strong relationship between age and education. The 
proportion without schooling rises markedly with age. It seems likely from 
the table that a significant proportion of migrants to all urban areas of 
Irian Jaya either had some schooling or acquired schooling after their arrival 
in urban areas. Table 23 of the census showed that an even higher proportion 
of inter-provincial migrants to urban Irian Jaya (93.1 per cent) had some 
schooling, compared with the native born urban residents (79.6 per cent).
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T h i s  w o u l d  b e  e x p e c t e d  b e c a u s e  o f  t h e  n um bers  o f  g o v e r n m e n t  e m p l o y e e s  an d  
m i l i t a r y  men i n  t h e  i n t e r - p r o v i n c i a l  m i g r a n t  s t r e a m  t o  I r i a n  J a y a  b e f o r e  
1971.
T a b l e  .2 .2  g i v e s  an  i n d i r e c t  i m p r e s s i o n  o f  t h e  e x i s t e n c e  w i t h i n  I r i a n  
J a y a  o f  s i g n i f i c a n t  m i g r a t i o n  s t r e a m s  i n  w h i c h  young s i n g l e  m a l e s  t e n d e d  t o  
d o m i n a t e ,  t h e  i n d i c a t i o n s  b e i n g  t h a t  t h e  m i g r a t i o n  s t r e a m  t o  J a y a p u r a  was 
l a r g e r  t h a n  s t r e a m s  t o  t h e  o t h e r  u r b a n  c e n t r e s .  In  t h e  a b s e n c e  o f  o t h e r ,  
more  d i r e c t ,  e v i d e n c e ,  l i t t l e  more  c a n  b e  s a i d  a b o u t  t h e  p a t t e r n  o f  i n t e r n a l  
m i g r a t i o n  i n  t h e  p r o v i n c e .
2 . 6  C o n c l u s i o n
T h i s  c h a p t e r  d e a l t  w i t h  t h e  p h y s i c a l ,  s o c i a l  an d  d e m o g r a p h i c  a s p e c t s  
a s  t h e  b a s i c  f e a t u r e s  o f  t h e  s e t t i n g  i n  w h i c h  t h e  Nim borans  a n d  t h e  Nimboran 
m i g r a n t s  l i v e .  The i n f l u x  o f  m i g r a n t s  f rom  o t h e r  p r o v i n c e s  a c c e l e r a t e d  
t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  g r o w t h ,  c r e a t i n g  new s o c i o - e c o n o m i c  c o n d i t i o n s  an d  p r o b l e m s ,  
m o s t l y  i n  u r b a n  a r e a s .  T h e s e  f e a t u r e s  a r e  d i f f e r e n t  f o r  e a c h  s e t t i n g .
Nimbo ran  m i g r a t i o n  p r o c e s s e s  i n  t h e  p a s t  an d  a t  p r e s e n t ,  w h ich  a r e  
d i s c u s s e d  i n  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  c h a p t e r s ,  o c c u r r e d  w i t h i n  a p a r t i c u l a r  s e t t i n g .  
The p r o c e s s e s  c a n  b e  b e t t e r  u n d e r s t o o d  a n d  e x p l a i n e d  t h r o u g h  a t h o r o u g h  
u n d e r s t a n d i n g  o f  t h i s  s e t t i n g .
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CHAPTER 3
THE FACTORS AFFECTING MIGRATION TO JAYAPURA
In this chapter the factors that influence the migrants and facilitate 
them to leave Nimboran rural areas to move to Jayapura are discussed. These 
factors cover the characteristics of migrants, push-pull factors and the 
migrants' attitudes towards the advantages and disadvantages of rural and 
urban life.
The purpose of discussing these factors is to explain the characteristics 
of migrants, since these impinge upon the migrants' decision to move; to 
explain the reasons why the migrants leave the places of origin and choose 
Jayapura as their destination place; and to indicate migrants' attitudes 
towards and perceptions of the advantages and disadvantages of rural and town 
life at the time of the survey. However, the migrants' attitudes towards the 
advantages and disadvantages of rural-urban life current at that time may be 
different from those at the actual time of leaving the rural areas, because 
of the changing processes of socio-economic and political development and 
increases in their knowledge. The data used in explaining the factors 
affecting migration in this chapter are derived from the field survey in 
Jayapura. The questions used for obtaining the data are presented as part 
of the tables.
3.1 The Characteristics of Migrants
Age, education, employment and marital status are the main characteristics 
to be studied in order to understand the background of Nimboran migrants, the 
determinants of migration, the personal characteristics and attitudes of 
migrants, and also to forecast migration trends.
3.1.1 Age
Age is an important determinant in migration. Table 3.1 indicates that 
two-thirds of the migrants in the study were aged 30 and over at the time of 
the survey. However, this is largely due to the way in which the sample was 
selected (see Chapter 1). Data according to duration of residence also show 
that more than half of these migrants had lived more than ten years away from 
their homes, a fact that is obviously related to age. Many of the migrants 
who are now above 30 years old probably moved to Jayapura as early as the 
1950s when they were younger. The youth of migrants at the time of migration 
is linked to the migration history of Nimboran: the primary form of Nimboran
migration to Jayapura in the Dutch period was a labour migration in which
young men were selected by the government and by private companies to work 
in town.
Another factor accounting for the youthfulness of more recent migrants 
(see Chapter 2) is education, since young villagers who have completed 
the third year of elementary school with good results must go to Jayapura to 
continue their education up to sixth year or further to secondary and other 
vocational training schools. It is noticeable in the survey that the 
proportion of older migrants with more than 3 years of schooling is low, 
indicating that education as a factor in migration must be a recent phenomenon.
In-depth interviews showed that many young adult migrants had not 
established their own families yet. The reasons young Nimboran people migrated 
more easily than married and older people are similar to those found by many 
studies in the developing world: youth, flexibility, a lack of family
responsibilities and a desire to escape from traditional stresses and conflicts. 
In addition, there are local stresses which actively affect the young Nimboran 
migrants, such as lack of access to cash and industrial goods, their low 
social prestige and their lack of integration into the socio-cultural context 
of the village. Finally they are eager for a taste of life outside the 
villages. They hope that the city will provide happiness and freedom.
Parents' expectations of children as a source of security and of money 
also leads to out-migration of the young Nimborans. Parents allow the 
children to go to the city so that they can earn money quickly because they 
believe that the way to achieve a better life is through new consumer goods 
obtained through cash earnings. Lee (1966) stated that younger people more 
easily respond to the positive or negative values at the destination. This 
is one of the reasons why Nimboran migrants moved at younger ages. See also 
Fawcett et al. (1974) and Todaro (1969). Fawcett et al. mentioned that 
children are the agents of change, pointing the way toward different life 
styles and a new social order and as an instrument of economic gain. The 
economist, Todaro (1976) , placed more stress on economic needs. He 
emphasized that the young migrants can make the best investment of their 
time and energy in urban areas where opportunities are greater. On the other 
hand, older migrants might be less prone to move because of sentimental 
ties to home and because of the short pay-off period for them. Youth as a 
selection factor among Nimboran migrants is not only a result of economic 
needs but also of socio-psychological needs.
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3.1.2 Education
Table 3.1 shows that 60 per cent of migrants had no schooling or had 
not completed the third year of elementary school. This group was characterized 
by illiteracy. The second group, consisting of migrants who had finished 
either the third year of elementary school, six-year elementary education or 
junior high school can be regarded as literate. Those with little or no 
schooling were highly concentrated at ages 30 and over. In contrast, a big 
proportion of educated migrants was found at the younger ages, 15-29.
Consistent with the data by age, those with little or no schooling are 
concentrated among those who had been more than ten years in Jayapura 
while educated migrants tended to have been resident for a shorter period.
The general trend indicated by Table 3.1was towards an increasing proportion 
of educated migrants among the younger age groups and more recent migrants.
Lee hypothesized that higher educated people are more mobile than the 
uneducated and that the more qualified a person the less important will be 
the distance barrier. Bouvier, et al. (1976) also claimed that rural-urban 
migrants are better educated than the stayers and that education selectivity 
is one of the basic characteristics of rural-urban migration.
This was not the case in respect of older Nimboran migrants and can be 
explained by historical factors. From the 1940s, the development process 
(the concrete working out of the details of the Dutch Government Plans for 
modernization) was in its early stages in Jayapura. The Dutch Government and 
private agencies needed many labourers for unskilled manual jobs so there 
were many jobs for unskilled or less skilled labourers. Thus educational 
selectivity was less important for Nimboran migrants. However, among 
younger migrants the more educated predominate.
Based on field findings in Ghana, Caldwell (1969) stated that some of 
the unschooled had to look for jobs in cities even though they lacked good 
opportunities for urban employment. Goldstein (1969) discovered the same 
feature in Thailand and concluded that migration overall was not directly 
related to level of education. Simmons and Cardona (1978) pointed out that 
migration of unskilled labourers to cities is a world wide phenomenon of 
less developed countries. These and the present study indicate that 
education alone cannot be used to explain first time rural-urban migration 
in traditional agricultural societies like the Nimboran. The reasons are: 
first, the Nimboran pioneers were mostly contract labourers forced to move 
as manual unskilled labourers in the modern sector; second, educational 
requirements are basically not important for unskilled manual workers; third, 
manual jobs for unskilled migrants were widely available during that time; 
and fourth, the relatively short distance did not represent a serious
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Table 3.1
Education Attainment of Nimboran Migrants, Based on 
Age and Duration of Residence in Jayapura, 1980
E d u c a t i o n  A t t a i n m e n t  Total
Control
Variables
No Schooling or Less 
Than Three Yeares
Completed Three Years 
of Elementary Schooling 
or More
*5*
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 7 21 26 79 33 100
30-54 53 79 14 21 67 100
Total 60 60 40 40 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 15 32 32 68 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 45 85 8 15 53 100
Total 60 60 40 40 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Rural-Urban Migration Survey in Jayapura.
Question: Tingkat Pendikan formal Bapak/Ibu? (Indonesian)
What is your formal education attainment?
obstacle for the unskilled migrants. Nowadays, as a result of modernisation, 
educational requirements for workers have been lifted and many of the 
uneducated must face this reality. As a consequence, migrants in the past 
ten years have been better educated. This trend is related to the Simmons- 
Cardona view (1978) that the increased number of skilled migrants in a nation 
is one index of the rate of socio-economic change taking place there. This 
trend will become an intervening obstacle for the unskilled migrants.
3.1.3 Employment
Table 3.2 indicates that more than half of the migrants were employed in 
the modern sector. The modern sector here refers to employment in the public 
and private sectors for fixed and regular monthly wages. Most of the employed 
migrants were unskilled public servants doing manual work. Many were involved 
in construction work and a few were trained as drivers. A few migrants who 
completed Junior High School since 1960 onward appeared to do the same unskilled 
manual work as the unschooled migrants.
38.
Unemployed migrants, unable to work in the modern sector for pay or profit, 
continued the traditional slash and burn agricultural activities along the 
slopes of the hilly regions around Jayapura. They grew taro, sweet-potatoes, 
yam and other agricultural crops for their daily needs and planted bananas 
and other fruits and vegetables, mostly for market. There were two groups 
who described themselves as unemployed: those growing agricultural crops ■>
■j
and selling to the local markets as their basic daily economic activity and 
source of cash income and those Junior and Secondary high school students 
who stayed with their relatives. The school children spent most of their 
time attending regular educational activities, but also spent a few hours in 
the afternoon working in their relatives' gardens as a secondary activity. 
Respondents associated employment with regular wage income.
Table 3.2
Employment Status of Nimboran Migrants, Based on Age 
and Duration of Residence in Jayapura, 1980
Employment Status of Nimboran Migrants
Not Employed in Employed in
Control Schooling Modern Sector Modern Sector Total
Variables (Traditional
Sector)
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29
30-54
7
1
21
2
25
8
76
12
1
58
3
86
33
67
100
100
Total 8 8 33 33 59 59 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 8 17 24 51 15 32 47 100
More Than 
10 Years - - 9 17 44 83 53 100
Total 8 8 33 33 59 59 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Rural-Urban Migration Survey in Jayapura.
Question: Jenis pekerjaan apa yang Bapak/Ibu lakukan sekarang?
(Indonesian). What kind of job do you do at present?
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Table 3.2 also shows that the rate of employment in the modern sector 
was much higher for migrants aged 30 and over. This indicates the 
relationship between time of migration, and the availability of work. The 
older migrants had a higher level of modern sector employment because they 
obtained these jobs during the 1950s when school certification was not 
required and when many jobs requiring very little skill were available. The 
connection network was also not well developed at that time. Many more 
recent Nimboran migrants lack the educational and occupational skills which 
are necessary qualifications for modern sector jobs nowadays in a more 
competitive employment situation. The low rate of modern employment among 
younger Nimborans reflects the job difficulties.
3.1.4 Marital Status
The categories of marital status are identified minimally as single 
(i.e. never married) and married. There were no cases of widowed or 
divorced men in the sample. As seen in Table 3.3 nearly three quarters of 
the migrants were married and these, as expected, were more concentrated in 
the higher ages of 30 years and over. In fact, almost all of the migrants 
aged less than 30 were single and all single migrants were aged 15-29 years. 
Table 3.3. also shows that all but one of the single migrants had been 
resident in Jayapura for less than ten years.
In contrast, more than three quarters of the married migrants had 
stayed more than ten years. Although many migrants were now married, most 
reported that they were single when they first arrived in Jayapura in 1950s. 
A few were married but left their wives and children behind. They did not 
move together with their families because it was forbidden by their contract 
regulations and because of the short duration of the contract period (only 
some months). Normally they were followed after one or two years by their 
wives and children when they established themselves. Single status at 
migration seems to have been a condition facilitating Nimboran migration. 
Renard (1981) and Herrick (1965) found a similar relationship between 
migration and marital status in Thailand and Chile.
3.2 Reasons for Leaving Rural Areas
The question on the reasons for leaving rural areas was open-ended 
(see Table 3.4). Among the problems that arise from such questions are the 
multiple answers given by the respondents. Interviewers were instructed to 
ask which of the answers was the most important and to list the answers in 
order. Only the first response was coded. However, the first answer may 
not always have been the important and furthermore, it may not represent the
Table 3.3
Marital Status of Nimboran Migrants, Based on Age and 
Duration of Residence in Jayapura, 1980
Marital Status Total
---------------------------------------------------------- j
Control Single Married
V a r i a b l e s --------------- - ----------------------------------------------
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 31 94 2 6 33 100
30-54 — — 67 100 67 100
Total 31 31 69 69 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 30 64 17 36 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 1 ] 52 98 53 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Rural-Urban Migration Survey in Jayapura.
Question: Bagaimana status Perkawinan Bapak/Ibu? (Indonesian).
What is your marital status?
respondent's ideas at the actual time of migration since it may reflect his 
current perceptions and knowledge (i.e. after migration).
Push and pull factors are factors associated with the area of origin 
and destination area respectively. Ravenstein (1885), Lee (1966) and many 
other writers stated that migration occurs as the result of the evaluation 
and weighing up of the advantages and disadvantages at the places of origin 
and destination. According to stimulus-response theory and environment 
awareness theory, individuals are responsive to specific overt and observable 
aspects of environment which can become significant forces. These significant 
forces can modify and shape the behaviour of the individuals and their 
perceptions of the environment. White and Woods (1980) also stressed place 
utility which they defined as an individual's degree of satisfaction or 
dissatisfaction (in physical, economic, social or cultural terrn^ , with a place. 
Satisfactory opportunities can be pull factors at destination while 
dissatisfactions may be push factors at the place of origin. The final 
decision to move is based more on personal evaluation and the individual 
perception is more influential than the objective reality.
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Table 3.4
Reasons for Leaving Places of Origin, According to Age 
and Duration of Residence in Jayapura, 1980
Reasons for Leaving Place of Origin To tal
Control
Variables
Economic Education Socio-Cultural
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 29 45 18 55 33 100
30-54 33 49 18 27 16 24 67 100
Total 48 48 36 36 16 16 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 22 47 28 49 2 4 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 26 49 13 25 14 26 53 100
Total 48 48 36 36 16 16 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Rural-Urban Migration Survey in Jayapura.
Economic Reasons: Job, money and industrial goods.
Education Reasons: Lack of education facilities (no Junior and
Secondary high schools).
Socio-Cultural Reasons: Conflicts and Stress.
Question: Apa alasannya (urutkan dari yang terpenting) Bapak/Ibu
memutuskan untuk pindah dari daerah asal? (Indonesian) 
What was your reason for deciding to move from your 
place of origin? (Rank in order of importance).
Nimboran rural push factors are defined here as the disadvantageous 
conditions in Nimboran villages that make the people dissatisfied. These 
disadvantages were divided into economic, educational and socio-cultural 
conditions.
3.2.1 Economic Conditions
Nimboran is a sparsely populated region, still having a wide expanse 
of unutilised land. The Nimborans do not face food shortages. Neither do 
they face unemployment in the traditional agricultural sector. The problems 
of the rural sector are few and confined to problems of cash shortage and 
underemployment. Rural problems, which act as push factors in many parts 
of the world, are less important in Nimboran. As indicated by Table 3.4 
the main economic force behind Nimboran migration was the need for a job
(24 per cent), followed by the desire to have money (18 per cent) and 
industrial goods (6 per cent). This need for a job was related largely to 
the other two stated reasons and not to the existence of rural unemployment.
Table 3.4 also indicated that economic needs were reported by about half of 
migrants aged 30 and over, a slightly higher proportion than that applying 
at younger ages. Similar divisions applied according to duration of 
residence.
Many Nimborans left the rural areas later in the mid-1950s because they 
were attracted to jobs in the modern sector. The demand for wage employment 
increased rapidly among the villagers, not only because of economic 
dissatisfaction but, more importantly, to satisfy their socio-psychological 
needs. For example, they could buy new kitchen utensils or new clothes 
which were important for their daily life, but which could also shift them 
to a new status, called keluarga maju (civilised family). Material goods 
serve as status symbols. The need for money and manufactured goods 
were new desires created when western civilisation, introduced by the Dutch, 
penetrated the Nimboran area in the mid 1920s. Industrial goods offered 
utility and satisfaction but were also desired because they established social 
prestige. One's social status could be increased through ownership of these 
material goods. The real causal factors for Nimborans are those at the 
destination places; the pull factors are stronger than the push factors and 
the push factors are a function of the pull factors. The Nimboran situation 
differs from Hugo's findings in West-Java (1978) in which migration was 
essential to meet basic survival needs.
3.2.2 Education
As Findley (1977) confirmed, schooling (western formal education at 
school) has become a new aspiration in many developing countries because 
education is viewed as a stepping stone to the white collar elite. The 
Nimborans believe that education may be the only means to change and to 
improve their social life through access to a higher money income. The 
shortage of education facilities in Nimboran rural areas has been a 
difficult problem for government. As a consequence some Nimborans have 
moved to the town where better educational facilities are available (Table 3.4).
Among migrants stating education as a reason for moving were both 
individuals and families concerned about their children's education. Parents 
migrated to obtain the cash income to provide their children with better 
education, to be near the better urban schools and to care for their children 
attending these schools. They regard education as an investment in their 
own future. Some migrants came to the city for their own higher education.
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After they finished school they remained in town. The need to complete
education at a higher level outside the villages may be a basic cause of
migration in the future. Recently, there is an apparent association between
the level of education completed and the propensity to migrate as postulated
by Todaro (1980). However, the available data do not reveal the proportion
• ^of rural students moving to urban areas to continue their education.
3.2.3 Socio-Cultural Reasons
Family conflicts such as quarrels between the elders and younger people, 
stresses arising from local traditions and adultery were mentioned as other 
causes of migration. However, quarrels and other family stresses are 
probably not important causes of migration because they do not have permanent 
or continuous effects. This can be seen in Table 3.4. Only a few migrants 
aged 30 and above and who had stayed more than ten years in Jayapura 
mentioned quarrels as the cause of their migration. This possibly reflects 
the greater authority of traditional norms and values in the past, which 
limited the activities of young men.
3.3 The Reasons for Choosing Jayapura
This again was an open-ended question (Table 3.5) with multiple answers. 
In this case there was no specific instruction in this question for putting 
the answers in order based on their importance (although there had been a 
general instruction to interviewers to do so). The respondents could answer 
without emphasizing the main reasons that affected their move so the answer 
that was coded was not necessarily the most important. The interpretation 
of the answers may also be different from the real meaning given by the 
respondents (there was no specific instruction to interviewers to probe for 
the meaning) and again the replies may reflect the migrants' current ideas 
rather than what they thought at the time of migration.
'Why did you choose Jayapura as your destination place?' It is important 
to distinguish this question from the question: 'Why did you leave the rural
area?' (Section 3.2). The second question accounts for migration away from 
the place of origin while the first accounts for the choice of the particular 
destination area instead of others. Ravenstein (1885) claimed that people 
tend to choose the destination where they can enjoy more opportunities.
Kemp1er (1971) and Findley (1977) specifically stress that location of 
relatives affects the migrants' choice of destination.
The desire to have a job in the modern sector and to obtain a money 
income with which to buy industrial goods were important economic reasons 
for Nimborans. As shown in Table 3.5 one-fifth of the migrants mentioned
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Table 3.5
Reasons Migrants Choose Destination, According to Age 
and Duration of Residence in Jayapura, 1980
Reasons to Choose Destination Total
Control
Variables
Economic Education Socio-Cultural
a/
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 8 24 1 3 24 73 33 100
30-54 12 18 10 15 45 67 67 100
Total 20 20 11 11 69 69 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less than 
10 Years 11 23 11 2 3 25 54 47 100
More Than 
10 years 9 17 - 44 83 53 100
Total 20 20 11 4 69 69 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Rural-Urban Migration Survey in Jayapura.
Economic Reasons: Money, goods and jobs
Education Reason: Continue Education
Socio-Cultural Reasons: Family reason, Close to village.
Question: Apa alasannya Bapak/Ibu memilih Kota ini sebagai
tempat tujuan ketika Bapak/Ibu memutuskan untuk 
meninggalkan daerah itu? (Indonesian)
What was your reason for choosing this town as your 
destination when you decided to leave your place 
of origin?
these as the reason why they chose Jayapura as their destination. Jayapura 
is the province capital and the biggest town and thus offers better job 
opportunities than other urban locations in Irian Jaya.
However, economic and educational factors were not the strongest 
attraction of Jayapura. Socio-cultural aspects such as the location of 
families and proximity to the village were the principal reasons for the 
selection of Jayapura as compared to other destinations. This may be a 
characteristic of a backward society where the socio-cultural aspects still 
play a big role and where it is important to maintain close ties with one's 
place of origin. Indeed, closeness to relatives and to the place of 
origin (120 kilometres or three hours by car) are important socio-psychological
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needs for the Nimborans. Renard (1981) in discussing migration in Thailand, 
also attested how strong and important were the kin relationships. She 
describes them as: 'Chilli from the north house and salt from the south
house'. The value of interdependency and generosity among the villagers and 
their relatives manifest the intimacy of kinship ties rooted in the communal 
life. .)
Education, although it was an important reason for migrating, did not 
seem to be the most important component that affected the decision to choose 
Jayapura. It was only an important factor in causing the migrants to leave 
their rural hamlets. With these priorities the Nimborans did not move to 
more distant towns, because there were no relatives or friends who could 
assist them, they had little knowledge of other places and the location was 
far from their rural hamlets.
3.4 Advantages and Disadvantages of Rural and Urban Life
The questions on advantages and disadvantages of rural-urban life 
(see Tables 3.6, 3.7, 3.8 and 3.9) are important in investigating further 
the reasons for migration and the stresses felt by the migrants. The 
questions are open-ended, allowing more than one response and there was no 
instruction for ranking the importance of the answers. The respondents 
reported their feelings about rural and urban life without stressing the main 
factors. This creates difficulties because only the first response was 
coded and because the migrants responses may have been more related to their 
current perceptions rather than at the time of migration.
Perceptions of the pleasures of rural and urban life can be different 
for individual migrants. Much depends on their access to basic needs in 
the two environments. This section will consider the migrants' knowledge of 
and attitudes to the advantages and disadvantages of rural and urban life.
3.4.1 Advantages of Rural Life
Table 3.6 shows that the migrants of different age groups responded 
differently to the questions on the attractions of rural life. Around 
87 per cent of the migrants aged more than 30 years indicated that 
agricultural land was the attractive part of rural life. A further 34 per 
cent of the migrants at ages 15-29 responded that land was the greatest 
advantage of rural life.
Older migrants and migrants who had stayed more than 10 years emphasized 
agricultural land because they realized its benefits if they retired and 
returned home. They were not afraid of becoming landless or hungry in a 
village. Although they belong to the lower working class in Jayapura, they 
had a secure future in Nimboran when they retired. They expressed the
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Table 3.6
Advantages of Rural Life Responded by Migrants, Based 
on Age and Duration of Residence in Jayapura, 1980
Advantages of Rural Life Total
Control
Variable
Agricultural
Land
Relatives Low Cost 
of Living
■i
Number Per Cent Number I5er Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 11 34 13 39 9 27 33 100
30-54 58 87 1 1 8 12 67 100
Total 69 69 14 14 17 17 100 100
Duration < 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years
of
17 36 13 28 17 36 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 52 98 1 2 - - 53 100
Total 69 69 14 14 17 17 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Rural-Urban Migration Survey in Jayapura.
Question: Hal-hal apa saj a yang menarik/menyenangkan untuk hidup
di daerah pedesaan? (Indonesian)
What are the attractions of rural life?
importance of land by phrases such as: (1) it is better to have land than
to have animals; (2) animals can die but not the land; (3) no land, no life.
The younger migrants, on the other hand, were much more likely to 
mention the fact that they could live close to relatives and live more 
cheaply in the village as the main advantages of rural life. Closeness to 
relatives is important because the relatives can assist them if they face 
problems. This mutual assistance was considered as the important aspect of 
rural life among the young migrants. The village was also considered as 
cheaper, because they do not pay cash for their daily foods and meat which 
can easily be obtained from the gardens and bush. The younger migrants, as 
described previously, had not yet established themselves in modern sector 
jobs and also most had not yet married.
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The migrants, young and old, still find many things attractive in the 
rural economic, social and cultural background which dominates their way 
of thinking and acting. Although they stayed many years in Jayapura this 
did not guarantee that there were fundamental changes in their outlook.
Many of the migrants were uneducated and could not cope easily with rapid 
socio-economic changes. Perhaps in frustration they retreated to the 
familiar values of rural life.
3.4.2 Disadvantages of Rural Life
Table 3.7 shows the attitude of the migrants towards the disadvantages 
of rural life. Three main components were mentioned: traditional norms
and values, education and economic conditions.
The traditional values referred to were those that regulated the 
interaction and interrelationship between the younger and the older generation 
or between common people and the chief. These accounted for six per cent 
of all responses. Although feudalism and social class are non existent in 
Nimboran society, in some instances the practice of traditional laws resembles 
feudalism, especially in respect of loyalty to the chief. Furthermore, in 
many cases traditional law is in conflict with the government development 
plans and with progress. In 1973Cenderawasih University conducted a study 
of traditional law in the Jayapura area, including Nimboran arid found that 
some young people had left the rural areas to avoid some traditional obligations 
There is little doubt that the influence of traditional law has deteriorated 
and perhaps in the near future it will be replaced by the national law. It 
was noteworthy that only older migrants gave this as a disadvantage.
More than half of the migrants mentioned the very poor educational 
facilities in rural areas as the principal disadvantages of rural life (see 
previous section on education). It was noticeable that the percentage was 
much higher among the young. The lack of modern occupations and money were 
mentioned by nearly half of the migrants as the major economic problems in 
rural areas. People grumbled about many things: there are no shops, it is
difficult to get money, there are no jobs for cash.
3.4.3 The Advantages of Urban Life
As advantages of urban life, the migrants reported schools, jobs, shops, 
markets, health centres, easy and quick access to money and experience.
Table 3.8 indicates that economic advantages such as urban jobs, industrial, 
goods and cash income were regarded as the main advantages of urban life by 
a majority of the migrants. Experience, which refers to opportunities to 
learn more about other people and to understand their way of life, to learn 
new things and ideas and to increase knowledge was the second most attractive
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Table 3.7
Disadvantages of Rural Life Responded by Nimboran Migrants 
Based on Age and Duration of Residence in Jayapura, 1980
Disadvantages of Rural Life Total 0»
Control
Variable
Traditional
Values
Lack of 
Education 
Facilities
Economic
Number Per Cent Number Per■ Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 25 76 8 24 33 100
30-54 6 9 26 39 35 52 67 100
Total 6 6 51 51 43 43 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 3 6 30 64 14 30 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 3 6 21 40 29 54 53 100
Total 6 6 51 51 43 43 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Rural-Urban Migration Survey in Jayapura.
Traditional Values: e.g. respect and loyalty to the traditional
chief - being polite to older people.
Education: Lack of education facilities (no good school buildings,
no school equipment), few teachers and lack of 
quality; no junior or secondary schools, etc.
Economic: No job opportunities (in modern sector), difficult to
get money, no shops.
Question: Hal-hal apa saja yang tidak menarik/menyenangkan untuk
hidup di daerah pedesaan? (Indonesian)
What are the unattractive/unpleasant aspects of rural 
life?
aspect of urban life, followed by the availability of education facilities. 
Younger and more recent migrants were more likely to mention education 
facilities while the older and longer term migrants referred more often to 
the experience of other cultures. Apparently the economic advantages of 
urban life were more important than the socio-psychological advantages and 
were the complement of the economic disadvantages of rural life.
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Table 3.8
Advantages of Urban Life Responded by Nimboran Migrants, 
Based on Age and Duration of Residence in Jayapura, 1980
Advantages of Urban Life Total .1
Control Experience Education Economic
Variable
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 11 33 22 67 33 10
30-54 19 28 16 24 32 48 67 100
Total 19 19 27 27 27 54 54 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 1 2 19 41 27 57 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 18 34 8 15 27 51 53 100
Total 19 19 27 27 54 54 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Rural-Urban Migration Survey in Jayapura.
Experience: Extending their views and knowledge through learning
new ideas/things, working and living together with 
other people
Education: The availability of better education facilities;
there are junior and secondary schools
Economic: Easy to get money which can be used to buy household
and other material needs
Question: Hal-hal apa saja yang menarik/rnenyenangkan untuk hidup
dikota ini? (Indonesian)
What are the attractive/pleasant aspects of life in 
this town?
3.4.4 Disadvantages of Urban Life
The disadvantages of Urban Life complemented the advantages of rural life. 
As seen in Table 3.9 about three quarters of the migrants claimed the great 
expense of urban life as the most important disadvantage. Many referred to 
the cost of urban life in relation to economic difficulties such as low 
income and the difficulty of finding a job. The migrants complained of 
shortage of money because everything must be paid in cash. Nowadays jobs 
are not sufficient to cope with the increased number of people of working age.
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T a b l e  3 .9
D i s a d v a n t a g e s  o f  U rb an  L i f e  R esp o n d ed  b y  M i g r a n t s ,  B ased  
on Age and  D u r a t i o n  o f  R e s i d e n c e  i n  J a y a p u r a ,  1980
D i s a d v a n t a g e s o f  U rb a n  L i f e T o t a l
C o n t r o l
V a r i a b l e s
E x p e n s iv e O th e r  F a c t o r s
Number P e r  C en t Number P e r  C en t Number P e r  C en t
Age
1 5 -2 9 22 67 11 33 33 100
3 0 -5 4 65 97 2 T .. 3 67 1 00
T o t a l 87 87 13 13 100 100
D u r a t i o n  o f  
R e s i d e n c e  
L e s s  Than 
10 Y e a r s 37 79 10 21 47 100
More Than 
10 Y e a rs 50 94 3 6 53 100
T o t a l 87 87 13 13 100 100
S o u r c e ; 1980 N im boran  R u r a l - U r b a n  M i g r a t i o n  S u rv e y  i n  J a y a p u r a
E x p e n s iv e :  i n c r e a s i n g  m a r k e t  p r i c e s ,  d i f f i c u l t  t o  g e t  j o b
( i n c r e a s i n g  u n e m p lo y m e n t ) , low in co m e ,  i n c r e a s i n g  
e d u c a t i o n  c o s t s
O t h e r  F a c t o r s :  C r im e ,  t h e f t  and  a d u l t e r y
Q u e s t i o n :  H a l - h a l  a p a  s a j a  y an g  t i d a k  m e n a r ik /m e n y e n a n g k a n
u n tu k  h i d u p  d i  k o t a  i n i ?  ( I n d o n e s i a n )
What a r e  t h e  u n a t t r a c t i v e / u n p l e a s a n t  a s p e c t s  o f  
l i f e  i n  t h i s  tow n?
F u r t h e r m o r e ,  t h e  i n c r e a s e d  l e v e l s  o f  q u a l i f i c a t i o n s  r e q u i r e d  h a v e  l i m i t e d  
t h e  em ploym ent o f  t h e  u n s k i l l e d .  T h i s  m eans  i n c r e a s i n g  u n em p lo y m en t .  I n  
r e c e n t  y e a r s  t h e  b a s i c  m a t e r i a l  n e e d s  h a v e  g r e a t l y  i n c r e a s e d  i n  p r i c e .  
E d u c a t i o n  c o s t s  h av e  a l s o  r i s e n .  T h e r e  i s  a l s o  a l a c k  o f  l a n d  on  w h ic h  t o  
g row  s u b s i s t e n c e  c r o p s  so  t h a t  t h e  g a r d e n s  h a v e  b e e n  e s t a b l i s h e d  a l o n g  t h e  
s l o p e s  o f  t h e  m o u n ta in s  a r o u n d  J a y a p u r a  b u t  f a r  f rom  t h e  u r b a n  s e t t l e m e n t  
( n e a r l y  f o u r  h o u r s  on f o o t ) . C r im e ,  t h e f t  a n d  a d u l t e r y  w e re  t h e  o t h e r  u r b a n  
p ro b le m s  r e p o r t e d  by  o n e - e i g h t h  o f  t h e  m i g r a n t s .  H owever, G u g le r  (1969) 
c a l l e d  t h e s e  k i n d s  o f  d i s a d v a n t a g e s  m in o r  p ro b le m s  b e c a u s e  t h e y  do n o t  o c c u r  
e v e r y  day  a n d  do n o t  h a v e  much d i r e c t  i n f l u e n c e  on  t h e  m i g r a n t s .
3 .5  C o n c l u s i o n
I t  i s  a p p a r e n t  t h a t  m i g r a n t s ' c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  s u c h  a s  a g e ,  em ploym ent 
s t a t u s ,  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  and  w o rk in g  s t a t u s  i n  t h e  r u r a l  a r e a  a r e  i m p o r t a n t  i n  
a f f e c t i n g  m i g r a t i o n .  E d u c a t i o n ,  i n  e a r l i e r  m i g r a t i o n ,  was n o t  an  i m p o r t a n t
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prerequisite and did not directly affect the propensity to migrate. Many 
Nimboran migrants in the past were illiterate. At present, education is 
considered by Nimborans as an important influencing factor, because it can 
facilitate them to move, to get a good job and to live better in Jayapura. 
Education is viewed as a very important stepping stone to entering a better
-i
job and attaining socio-economic mobility.
The Nimborans were not pushed out by rural pressures on food, land 
or agricultural production, but were pulled by western civilisation in 
Jayapura. The migrants desired money, industrial goods and western education. 
Modernization in urban life appears to be an important condition stimulating 
migration. Location of relatives and proximity to Jayapura seem to be 
important additional factors affecting the direction of migration. The low 
participation rate of young Nimboran migrants in modern employment in Jayapura 
suggests the increasingly difficult struggle they face in the urban environment. 
In the future, education may become a much more important factor in migration 
which may increasingly be restricted to young Nimborans.
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CHAPTER 4
INTERVENING VARIABLES
Intervening variables are variables which act to facilitate or to 
discourage movement between two locations. Those phenomena which help to 
create interaction between two different places are termed intervening 
opportunities, while the variables that hinder movement between the locations 
are called intervening obstacles. Findley (1977) and Speare (1970) pointed 
out that intervening variables are often more dominant than push-pull factors 
while Lee (1966) stated that migration depended on the capabilities of the 
people and physical barriers and migration laws, which he considered as 
intervening obstacles. These intervening variables, at certain times and at 
certain places, can become serious obstacles for certain people but not for 
others.
The functions of intervening opportunities can be described as: First,
to inform migrants about the destination through individual visits and other 
information sources; second, to facilitate migration flows through transport­
ation facilities (moving costs are considered as intervening obstacles), and 
third, to determine the ultimate direction of migration and to affect chain 
migration through location of relatives. Our aim is to examine which of these 
variables act to facilitate the migrants movement and which discourage 
migration. The intervening variables that will be examined in this chapter 
are information sources, location of relatives, discussions and decision 
making, transportation and moving costs relating to the actual move.
4.1 Intervening Opportunities
4.1.1 Information Sources
Information sources are vitally important channels forming the migrants' 
perception about the utility of places elsewhere. Migrants tend to move to 
places where the information comes from after they evaluate and weigh the 
relative advantages and disadvantages of life at their present residence and 
at the destination place. Harris (1977) observed that many Pangia people 
from the Highlands of Papua New Guinea moved to the south-coast, because of 
an increase in the availability of information concerning coastal employment 
so that the unknown became less awesome. Herrick (1965) claimed that knowledge 
about opportunities and the cultural background is very important for 
individual migrants. An individual migrant may fail because of lack of 
knowledge about the destination culture. Others may be induced by false 
information to move when they would do better staying home.
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The discussion on information sources will focus on Own visits and the 
role of relatives and of other people in the villages of origin. Own visits 
are defined as individual trips that are regularly made by many rural Nimborans 
to Jayapura to visit relatives and to sell cash crops in the urban market.
An initial visit to town may be viewed as a trial to search out information 
concerning employment opportunities and to ascertain if success is likely.
Table 4.1 clearly indicates that personal visits by the intending migrant to 
Jayapura were the most important source of information (58 per cent), both 
for older and younger migrants and for migrants who stayed less or more than 
ten years. An individual's own visit is very important as a direct 
observation which extends an individual's action space (Lee, 1975).
Table 4.1
Information Sources About Jayapura, From Migrants 
Already in Town, According to Age and Duration 
of Residence in Jayapura, 1980
Information Sources Total
Control Own Visits Relatives Others
Variable
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 21 64 10 30 2 6 33 100
30-54 37 55 27 41 3 4 67 100
Total 58 58 37 37 5 5 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 27 57 16 34 4 9 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 31 58 21 40 1 2 53 100
Total 58 58 37 37 5 5 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Survey in Jayapura.
Own Visits : Personal visits by the intending migrants to Jayapura
Relatives: Members of the nuclear family and extended family
Others: Refers to government officials, missionaries, teachers
and friends
Question: Darimana saia Bapak/Ibu mendengar tentang kehidupan
di kota ini sekelum Bapak/Ibu berangkat kesini untuk 
pertama kali? (Indonesian)
From where did you receive information about the life 
in this town before you left for this place the first 
time?
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Migrants (58 per cent) who made their own visits to Jayapura (Table 4.1) 
were migrants (56 per cent) who visited Jayapura at least once (Table 4.2).
Those (44 per cent), who got information from relatives and other people 
about Jayapura (Table 4.1), were likely to have been those (42 per cent) who 
had never visited Jayapura (Table 4.2). (There is a minor inconsistency 
between the two tables for migrants aged less than 30, since three who claimed 
they had not previously visited Jayapura also stated they obtained their 
information from own visits. The discrepancy was even larger for more recent 
migrants. This inconsistency may have arisen because of errors in reporting 
due to memory lapse, or errors in enumeration or coding).
The advantages of own visits are in seeing and knowing more precisely 
about job opportunities, school facilities and socio-cultural aspects of 
urban life to allow better evaluation of the advantages and disadvantages of 
both rural and urban life. Villagers can compare and balance their own 
experience with the exciting stories told to them by relatives.
Different individuals consider different attributes of a place on the 
basis of their own satisfaction and dissatisfaction although, as shown in 
Chapter 3, there was considerable agreement on the most important factors. 
Individuals also evaluate differently on the basis of the availability of 
information about places. Thus, White and Woods (1980) say the notion of 
'place utility' of any specific location would differ markedly between 
different individuals. Rural visits by urban-based relatives or urban visits 
by other rural relatives were the second key source of information about the 
potential destination, mentioned by nearly one third of migrants (Table 4.1). 
Personal contact information is more difficult to assess because the informatior 
that the individual obtains is indirect and beyond his action space. Lee 
described it as the 'individual's awareness space' (Lee 1975). Migrants in 
Jayapura who regularly visit the hamlets tell attractive stories about jobs, 
money, shops, the cinema and other people from other ethnic groups. They 
bring gifts and wear new clothes, shoes,sun glasses and use other industrial 
goods which much attract the villagers' attention. Similarly, the villagers 
who visit migrants in Jayapura come back with new industrial goods and also 
tell exciting stories about Jayapura. Indirectly, these visible and invisible 
demonstration effects influenced the young rural people and the Nimboran 
migration flow.
However, the migrants and visiting villagers often overestimate the 
advantages of urban life and tend to relate only the pleasant conditions.
The migrants thus tend to give biased information. Pleasant conditions for 
some could be unpleasant for others because of different perceptions and values
Table 4.2
Frequency of Visits to Jayapura Before Deciding to Move, 
Based on Age and Duration of Residence of Migrants 
in Jayapura, 1980
Frequency of Visits to Jayapura Total ■i
Control
Variable
Never Ever, At Least Once
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 16 48 17 52 33 100
30-54 28 42 39 58 67 100
Total 44 44 56 56 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 26 55 21 45 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 18 34 35 66 53 100
Total 44 44 56 56 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Survey in Jayapura.
Question: Sebelum Bapak/Ibu datang ke kota ini, sudah berapa
kali kira-kira Bapak/Ibu mengunjungi ini? (Indonesian)1 
Before you came to this town, how many times 
approximately did you visit this town?
Similarly, individual perceptions of the relatives' stories can also be 
different, thus helping to explain why some villagers respond positively 
while others stay.
The third information source, refers largely to government officials, 
missionaries and teachers. This is also an indirect observation which 
extends the individuals' awareness of space. In the survey it seems unimportan 
but in fact it was the first important source in the 1940s and 1950s. Retired 
migrants explained that earlier information about Jayapura and other centres 
in Irian Jaya was usually given by missionaries and government officials.
An additional potential information source is the mass media, newspapers and 
radio. These sources of information are not widely distributed in the rural 
areas. Even if there were newspapers the majority of rural people were 
illiterate, and the few literate villagers did not have a reading habit while
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the advertisements for jobs are usually for educated people. Radio is a luxury 
good owned by some families, but is mostly used to listen to songs. They 
rarely know that the radio is used as a medium to inform them about government 
policies or employment opportunities and specific information about jobs is 
rarely announced via radio. The individual’s own visits are more influential 
because the migrants can evaluate, based on their own perceptions, the 
degree of satisfaction or dissatisfaction to be expected of a potential 
destination place.
4.1.2 Presence of Relatives
There is a strong argument that rural-urban migration is primarily 
motivated by economic concerns. Speare (1972), Kempler (1976), Young (1981) 
have acknowledged the presence of relatives at a location may be important 
in motivating people to move there. However, the presence of relatives may 
be regarded as a socio-economic factor because it reduces psychic and physical 
costs and increases the probability of employment. The presence of families 
can serve as a source of job information; may encourage others to move, 
through chain migration; can provide accommodation; help to find jobs; and 
help newcomers to adjust to an unfamiliar environment. Two questions were 
asked: First, How many relatives did you know in Jayapura? Second, Where
did you live when you arrived for the first time?
Thirty-seven per cent of migrants obtained information about Jayapura 
from relatives (Table 4.1) and it is probable that most of the 58 per cent 
obtaining information from own visits were in fact visiting relatives.
Table 4.3 shows that a large number of relatives in Japapura were known by the 
migrants prior to migration. There was not a single migrant who stated that 
he had known no resident of Jayapura at the time of his migration. The 
majority (50 per cent) knew over ten persons. However, there is the problem 
of recall for migrants who have stayed for a long period and who cannot 
remember exactly the total number of relatives they knew at the time of the 
move. Secondly, when migrants of long duration of residence first arrived in 
Jayapura there may have been few Nimborans living there. Because of 
misinterpretation, they may have stated the numbers they knew after arrival 
in Jayapura, rather than the numbers they knew before arriving in Jayapura.
The distribution of hamlets, the extended family system, age and 
duration of residence explain the trend shown by Table 4.3. Only a few 
Nimboran hamlets are remotely located. Most are clustered and concentrated 
in the South-eastern part of Nimboran where the total number of households 
in each hamlet ranges from ten to twenty households. Contact between 
the hamlets is intensive so that most residents would know people from other 
hamlets who live in Jayapura. Intimate members of families are not only found
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Table 4.3
Number of Relatives Migrants Know at Jayapura, Based on 
Age and Duration of Residence of Migrants in 
Jayapura, 1980
Number of Relatives Migrants Know Total
Control
Variables
1-5 Persons 6-10 Persons Above 10 Persons
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 3 9 16 48 14 43 33 100
30-54 16 24 15 22 36 54 67 100
Total 19 19 31 31 50 50 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 4 9 22 47 21 44 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 15 28 9 17 29 55 53 100
Total 19 19 31 31 50 50 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Survey in Jayapura
Question: Sebelum Bapak/Ibu datang ke kota ini, Kira-kira berapa
jumlah orang yang Bapak/Ibu kenal di kota ini? (Indonesian) 
Before you came to this town, approximately how many 
people did you know in this town?
in the same hamlets, but also in others due to inter-hamlet marriages. When 
the family relationship is close and dispersed through other hamlets there is 
a higher probability of knowing many people and therefore of knowing some 
migrants already in Jayapura. Migrants who have stayed more than ten years 
in Jayapura probably left their hamlets in the mid 1950s when they were aged 
less than 30. Because most were contract labourers, they probably knew 
fewer people in Jayapura than the migrants who moved later in the 1970s. The 
fact that the table does not show this suggests long term migrants may have 
inaccurately recalled the number of relatives known at the time of migration.
Where do the migrants stay when they arrive in Jayapura? Table 4.4 
indicates that a big proportion of migrants lived with relatives on arrival 
and a smaller number lived outside relatives' accommodation. The presence 
of families in Jayapura became the centre of the Nimboran migration process
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and created a strong link between the centre and the rural place of origin, 
because the relatives could provide migrants with the basic needs of shelter 
and food. Nimboran migrants, in general, move to Jayapura without any 
preparation. They do not take any cash with them to pay for food, accommodation 
or other needs, but depend on relatives who live there. As peasant migrants, 
they have little idea about modern life, where each individual looks after 
himself. White-Woods (1980) suggested that chain migration is the most 
natural means for those migrants who are not innovators. The Nimboran contract 
labourers, as well as school children destined to become public servants, who 
established themselves in Jayapura maintained specific links with relatives 
in rural hamlets, sending money and goods, visiting and sending information. 
Migrants also normally utilize family networks with origins in their rural 
home areas when looking for a job. Consequently, one finds a high 
concentration of migrants from one village in a particular job. The outcome 
of chain migration is a tendency towards the establishment of a pattern of 
ethnic concentration in the outskirts of Jayapura, mostly among the 
unskilled working people.
Table 4.4
Accommodation of Migrants First Time Arrive in Jayapura,
Based on Age and Duration of Residence of Migrants 
in Jayapura, 1980
Accommodation of Migrants Total
Control Relatives Other
Variables -------------------------------
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 33 100 33 100
30-54 49 73 18 23 67 100
Total 82 82 18 18 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 41 87 6 13 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 41 77 12 23 53 100
Total 82 82 18 18 1-0 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Survey in Jayapura.
Relatives: Refer to extended families
Others: Refer to contractors and other agencies.
Question: Di rumah/tempat siapa Bapak/Ibu menginap di kota ini
ketika Bapak/Ibu datang ke sini untuk pertama kali?
(Indonesian)
In whose house did you stay in this town when you 
arrived the first time?
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Migrants of longer duration, many of whom were contract labourers and 
school children in the 1950s, did not depend so heavily on relatives. 
Accommodation, food and other needs were provided by the private agencies. 
Their migration process was less determined by the location of families, 
unlike later migrants.
4.2 Discussions and the Decision to Move
The final decision to leave parents and the rural environment resulted 
from discussion among the migrants themselves and with parents and other 
close relatives. The migrants usually talked with the adult members in the 
family or other people outside the family whom they considered had more 
experience. They wanted to let other people know about their plan to move, 
to know their opinions and to demonstrate their prestige. Nimborans always 
discuss a problem with other people, mostly with the older adults. This 
basic norm is widely applied within a family, although it does not mean 
one person's advice must be accepted. The final decision to accept or to 
refuse any suggestion depended only on the intending migrants. Parents 
and other relatives were not the direct decision makers.
4.2.1 The Discussion About the Move
As shown in Table 4.5 more than half of the migrants discussed their 
move plan with their parents while fewer discussed with other relatives or 
other people. A majority of migrants consulted with their parents because 
Nimboran society is a patrilineal society where the parents are responsible 
for providing their family with the basic needs, security and protection. 
Parents' advice is also highly valued. The children have to obey and respect 
the parents and to discuss major decisions with them. This reflects 
cohesiveness, the respect of children towards parents and the strong hold 
of social norms and values.
Some young people who have trouble or conflict with their parents are 
likely to escape to stay with relatives or friends in another village. 
Nowadays they can run away to Jayapura. In such a situation they usually do 
not discuss the problem with their parents. Some orphans may also go to 
Jayapura. According to Nimboran tradition, the parents' brothers are 
responsible for these orphan children but if the fathers' brothers are still 
young and single, they are less able or willing to look after orphan 
children or if the fathers' brothers are married, the wives may not want to 
take care of these children. Some orphans, especially if treated badly, 
may escape the rural area to look for a better life in Jaypaura. Such 
children are more likely to discuss their problems with other people in the 
extended family system. The uncles and the parents' brothers have a right to
advise nephews and nieces. Parents can ask for the uncles’ help and children 
have a right to consult other relatives, mostly uncles, if they get into 
difficulties. Migrants would feel guilty if they did not tell their uncles 
about their plan to move. Some migrants, eleven per cent, discussed their 
plan to move with other people, mostly remote relatives and friends outside 
their extended family system. Possibly, these young people did not need any 
advice but were just demonstrating their prestige as intending migrants.
Table 4.5
Discussion About Migration Plan According to Age and 
Duration of Residence of Migrants in Jayapura,1980
Discussion About Migration Plan Total
Control Parents Other Relatives Other People
Variables
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 21 64 11 33 1 3 33 100
30-54 33 49 24 36 10 15 67 100
Total 54 54 35 35 11 11 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 26 55 18 38 3 7 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 28 53 17 32 8 15 53 100
To tal 54 54 35 35 11 11 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Survey in Jayapura
Question: Kepada siapa Bapak/Ibu memperbincangkan tentang
kemungkinan untuk pindah dari daerah asal? (Indonesian) 
With whom did you discuss the possibility of moving 
from your place of origin?
4.2.2 Decision to Move
As seen in Table 4.6 the majority of migrants (67 per cent) confirmed 
that the final decision to move was an individual's rather than a collective 
one. Most Nimborans stated that they themselves came to the final decision 
after they evaluated advice, suggestions and other information. As shown 
above, many of the migrants had previously visited Jayapura, so that they had
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Table 4.6
Decision to Move, Based on Age and Duration of 
Residence of Migrants in Jayapura, 1980
Decision to Move Total
J
Control
Variables
Individuals Parents Others
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29
30-54
20
47
61
70
13 39
8 12 12 18
33
67
100
100
Total 67 67 21 21 12 12 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 29 62 13 28 5 10 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 38 72 8 15 7 13 53 100
Total 67 67 21 21 12 12 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Survey in Jayapura
Question: Keputusan yang terakhir untuk pindah/merantau kekota
ini berasal dari siapa? (Indonesian)
The final decision to move to this town originated 
from whom?
a clear overview of urban life. A well-informed individual is perhaps more 
likely to make his/her own decision than to accept that of others.
4.3 Transportation
In the past there were no modern asphalt roads or modern transportation 
facilities connecting Nimboran with Jayapura. The Nimborans moved in a 
limited space, the volume of movement was small and the scale and the range 
of spatial relations were limited. It took many hours to reach distant 
locations. Since the early 1970s the situation has changed. The road and 
transportation facilities have been improved and expanded so that many 
Nimborans can go to Jayapura every day.
In general, the improved roads and transportation have had a positive 
effect. The subsistence economy has changed to a commercial economic base 
so peasants can grow commercial, as well as subsistence, crops. Cash crop
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fanning and crop specialization have been made possible by improved 
transportation. Surplus crops can be transported to the market in town. 
Farming techniques can be improved and the number of purely subsistence 
farmers has declined. New and varied means of transportation cover long 
distances so the frequency and volume of people moving increases continuously. 
For indonesia as a whole, Hugo (1978) noted that circulation is a recent 
phenomenon, partially dependent upon greatly improved transportation 
facilities. Mantra (1981) commented on the long queues of rural people who 
commute to Yogyakarta, for work and return to their homes outside Yogyakarta 
in the evening.
As seen in Table 4.7 the majority of migrants went to Jayapura on 
foot, while the rest, nearly one third, went by car. Migrants at ages below 
30 years and migrants who have stayed less than ten years mostly travelled 
by car for their first move to Jayapura. In contrast, the older migrants 
above ages 30 or migrants who stayed above ten years went on foot. The 
majority of migrants who migrated during the 1950s went on foot because 
there were no transportation facilities or good roads available at that time. 
There were also some contract labourers who mostly went by plane. During 
the Second World War the American Army constructed a new road for military 
purposes connecting Jayapura with Nimboran and Depapre. When the war ended 
and the American Army left, the Dutch Government did not take further action 
to upgrade the road. However, from the 1950s onward the Dutch Government 
attempted some limited improvements. Nowadays there are still a number of 
Nimborans who go on foot because of high transportation costs. Nowadays 
migration on foot is basically an indicator of cash poverty. As Speare 
(1971) stressed, the cost of moving can be a significant obstacle for poor 
migrants.
In the earlier 1970s the road between Nimboran and Jayapura was upgraded. 
The improved road and the increased numbers of colts (minibuses, manufactured 
by Mitsubishi, Japan), buses and trucks have facilitated a wider contact 
between Nimboran rural areas and Jayapura. Trucks are also used because the 
passengers either do not pay or pay less and can bring more cash crops with 
them for selling. Migrants tend to use cheaper transportation because they 
do not have enough cash or because they want to save. Many Nimborans do not 
like to use colts because they cannot bring many agricultural products for 
selling. Buses, provided by the government, offer two trips a day but the 
passengers are not allowed to take much baggage.
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Table 4.7
Type of Transportation Used by Migrants Moving Into 
Jayapura Based on Age and Duration of Residence in 
Jayapura, 1980
Type of Transportation Total
Control Car Foot
Variables ------- —------------------------
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 23 70 10 30 33 100
30-54 14 21 53 79 67 100
Total 37 37 63 63 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 28 60 19 40 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 9 17 44 83 53 100
Total 37 37 63 63 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Survey
Car: Represent Colts (mini buses), buses and trucks
Question: Jenis kendaraan apa yang digunakan untuk pergi
dari desa ketempat tujuan ini? (Indonesian) 
Which type of transportation did you use from 
your place of origin to the destination?
4.4 Intervening Obstacles
The only intervening obstacle considered in this chapter is the cost of 
moving, which may discourage Nimboran mobility. Other costs, such as 
establishment costs and psychic costs are excluded, because generally they 
do not hinder Nimboran migration since the migrants' subsistence and 
psychological needs at the destination are provided by relatives.
Moving costs are one of the basic factörs affecting the frequency and 
the volume of movement. Ullman (1978) and Speare (1971) both emphasized 
the importance of costs in migration. There is usually a direct relation 
between migration and costs of moving between destination place and origin.
In the Nimboran case, attention will focus on the responsibility for paying 
the costs of moving and the effect of the level of costs on Nimboran migration.
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As Table 4.8 shows, the moving cost was not all paid by the migrants 
themselves. The costs of nearly half of the migrants aged above 30 and of 
migrants who have stayed more than ten years were paid for by private 
contractors and government bodies. From the 1940s there was a need for a 
large amount of unskilled rural labourers to work in the construction sector 
as manual workers, in government offices as cleaners and for certain kinds 
of vocational training. These labourers were mostly paid for by government 
and contractors (Table 4.8). The proportion of migrants paid by private 
agencies and government has decreased dramatically now because the private 
and government agencies tend to use labourers who come to Jayapura at their 
own expense. The number of unskilled labourers increased rapidly because 
of the influx of people from other parts of Indonesia. In addition, increased 
socio-economic development has required skilled labourers rather than unskilled 
labourers. Under these circumstances the propensity to move for the unskilled 
Nimborans has decreased.
Table 4.8
Responsible for the Payment of Moving Cost, Based on Age 
and Duration of Residence of Migrants in Jayapura, 1980
Responsible for the Payment Total
Control Contractors & Parents (Nuclear Others
Variables Other Agencies Family Only)
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per cent
Age
15-29 8 24 19 58 6 18 33 100
30-54 38 57 21 31 8 12 67 100
Total 46 46 40 40 14 14 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 15 32 24 51 8 17 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 31 58 16 31 6 11 53 100
Total 46 46 40 46 14 14 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Survey in Jayapura
Question: Siapa yang membayai keberangkatan Bapak/Ibu ke
tempat tujuan ini waktu pertama kali Bapak/Ibu 
datang ke sini? (Indonesian)
Who paid for your moving costs to this place when you 
arrived for the first time?
Table 4.8 also shows that more than half of the migrants were paid for 
by parents. These were the independent migrants. Parents paid partly 
because they feel obliged to help their children as a part of their parental 
responsibilities. On the other hand, parents may assist their children in 
migrating because they regard them as an investment for their own benefit 
in future. Some other people, mostly uncles, friends and people outside 
the nuclear family also took part in paying for the migrants' transport.
However, this payment may be repaid in future, in the form of money or goods.
Moving costs are obstacles for poor villagers. The cost of moving from 
Nimboran to Jayapura for each adult is HP 1500. Luggage would usually cost 
extra. There is no fixed fare by car so much depends on the decision of the 
driver. These costs represent a considerable expense for rural households.
Rural households have few sources of cash. Their main source is from sale 
of cash crops. There is a small local market in Genyem but only a few 
buyers shop there and, being rural people, they can only pay low prices.
Some petty traders (Makassar people from South Sulawesi) operate in Nimboran 
but they are not generally trusted and pay low prices. Nimborans seeking 
cash must sell in Jayapura. An average household probably sends two people 
twice each week to sell produce in the city. The total fares are rp 6000 and 
the average income received from the two sales would be approximately RP 10,000, 
leaving a net cash return of only rp 4,000 per week. The migrants' fare thus 
represents a large share of the household's . cash income. Consequently, 
migrants attempt to subsidise this cost by combining the migration move with 
a trading trip.
4.5 Conclusion
The survey evidence shows that the presence of relatives in Jayapura 
greatly assisted the flow of Nimboran rural-urban migration. It provided 
wider, clearer and more relevant information about the destination area, 
which was an important basis for migration decisions. The presence of 
relatives also affected the migrants' choice of destination. The relatives 
at the destination provided food, accommodation and other needs as part of 
the mutual assistance in a collective society. Migrants often become an 
economic burden for families in Jayapura, but they do not object because they 
must meet their social obligations and reinforce the socio-economic 
interdependency among the group. The final decision to move was made by the 
individual migrants. However, the migrants were still heavily influenced 
by the families, in discussion with the parents and in the payment of 
transportation costs by the parents.
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The survey data also showed that younger and older migrants' experiences 
differed. The movement of the younger and short term migrants was more 
dependent on the assistance and presence of relatives at destination 
compared with the older and long term migrants. This is partly because of 
the changes in the society and the economy that have taken place. Relatives 
at the destination were more important to the younger and short term migrants 
in supplying information and accommodation. The older and long term migrants 
were more likely to have depended on contractors and other agencies.
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CHAPTER 5
RURAL-URBAN TIES
Rural-urban ties have been considered as a widespread, important 
phenomenon in the Third World. These are manifested in the form of visits, 
remittances of money or goods and information flows. Their motives can be 
both economic (interchanging goods, money and rural production) and non­
economic (kin relationships). In the Nimboran case, it seems the non­
economic motives may have been the strongest influences, although there 
were also economic aspects. The non-economic factors for Nimborans included 
a strong emotional feeling for their rural homes and formed the basis of 
social relations with relatives in the place of origin. Nimboran migrants 
continued to maintain close links with their hamlets of origin, which they 
considered as home, while regarding Jayapura as only a temporary place of 
residence. The Nimboran migrants lived in a dualistic social system, the 
same pattern as mentioned by Curtain (1981) in Papua New Guinea. They 
described their emotional feeling and village identity in a nice song 
(Appendix 1).
Hugo (1978) stressed the importance of rural-urban ties through rural- 
urban visits and remittances for West-Java. The peak time of rural visits 
was at the Lebaran (Moslem religious feast, the first of Shawwal), when 
families gathered together. In addition, West-Javanese migrants (circular 
and permanent migrants) in Jakarta and Bandung regularly visited the 
village for other reasons, such as participation in the harvest and other 
agricultural activities, for rest or to visit wives and children, parents 
and friends. The West-Javanese dualistic system can also be seen through 
the remission of money and goods. For the poorer villages, the remission 
of money and goods was used to purchase basic subsistence necessities, 
while in prosperous families, the remittances were mostly a supplementary 
source of income.
Rural-urban ties are of interest because of their relationship to 
future migration through their affect on information flows, chain migration 
and reduction of psychic costs. Information flows extend the migrants' 
views about the opportunities of the destination, affect the general image 
of possible destinations, the direction of migration, and the decision 
to move. Migrants tend to flow in the direction from which the information 
came. Nimboran chain migration resulted from the particular rural-urban 
ties, labour migration and inequality in development between rural and
68.
urban areas. Young (1981) also indicated that in Papua New Guinea chain 
migration was the result of rural-urban ties, labour migration and 
decentralization policies in development.
Lipton (1980) explained that the costs of movement (information costs, 
costs of education, urban food and housing costs, psychic costs) seem to 
have more influence on migration propensities than income expectations. 
Movement costs mostly discourage the poor and unschooled from migration. 
Better-off migrants can pass information to relatives through chain 
migration which tends to occur within more affluent rural families who 
usually retain land and other assets in the place of origin. The 
poor landless and illiterate migrants are more often pushed from their 
villages in the form of step migration which initially involves 
individuals but is likely to eventually remove complete households from 
the village.
Lipton wanted to show how important are rural-urban ties in affecting 
chain and step migration and in affecting income inequalities within 
villages and between rural and urban areas. Chain migration tends to 
reduce rural-urban inequalities because of the strong reverse flow of 
remittances and information to the rural-based family. However, it tends 
to increase inequalities within villages. Chain migration among Nimborans 
did not appear to be related to within-villäge inequality which was very 
limited due to the small size of villages and close-knit nature of society.
Rural-urban ties largely determine the impact of migration on the 
agricultural sector, consumption patterns, income distribution within 
the villages and rural-urban income differentials. Rural people are 
now using modern tools in growing agricultural crops; stone axes and 
digging sticks are replaced by knives and axes. Rural people are also 
growing cash crops. These transformations in the structure of agriculture 
indicate the beginning of changes in consumption behaviour and in the 
barter system towards a marketing orientation. The remittances of goods 
and money in certain cases affects rural productivity; e.g. the preference 
for imported tobacco diminishes the production of local tobacco plants. 
Imported cooking utensils change the common way of cooking from roasting 
food to boiling foods. Corrugated-iron roofs replace the use of sago 
leaves for roofs. Rice, tea, coffee, sugar and tobacco have become 
important foods which affect village consumption behaviour and, particularly
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during ceremonies, replace the local foods.
Remittances can also cause unequal income distribution within the rural 
villages. However, inequalities within a Nimboran village cannot be sharply 
seen because remittances are quite small and most families have only 
uneducated migrants in Jayapura, who were able to provide limited 
remittances to the home hamlets.
In the future, sending children for further higher education in 
Jayapura may become a factor affecting family income within the villages 
since only a few families are likely to benefit from this. The 
development of cash income sources for rural people and the improvement 
of managerial skills in future may increase income inequality within the 
villages although, on the other hand, it will tend to decrease income 
inequality between Nimboran rural households and Nimboran urban households.
5.1 Visits to Places of Origin
The frequency of visits to the place of origin has been described as an 
important index of the migrants’ intention to maintain kin relationships in 
the places of origin. Some studies in Fiji (Nair, 1980), West-Java (Hugo,1978) 
Africa (Gugler, 1969), and Papua New Guinea (Strathern, 1977) indicate this 
phenomenon as the strongest contact medium. In order to investigate ties to 
the places of origin a series of questions on frequency, length of stay and 
the reasons for visiting rural areas was asked.
5.1.1 Frequency of Visits
Table 5.1 indicates that the majority of Nimboran migrants visited their 
rural villages two to five times a year. The rest, more than one-third, 
visited relatives in Nimboran rural areas as often as twice a month. Table
5.1 also shows that the frequency of visits was high for both age groups and 
for those who have stayed less or more than ten years. This is similar to 
Caldwell's findings (1969) for Ghanaian migrants home visits (94 per cent 
made at least one visit each year) and Nair's findings for Indo-Fijians
(73 per cent). The age of migrants and duration of their residence in 
Jayapura did not diminish loyalty to the villages. There was a tendency for 
the older migrants above 30 years to visit the rural hamlets more frequently 
than the younger ages, although migrants of long duration had marginally 
fewer visits. The reasons may be that older migrants who left spouses and 
children behind in the villages visited the home hamlets more frequently.
They also had more experience, more responsibilities and more knowledge so
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they may have been called upon to give advice on certain rural problems. 
Conflict among the villagers regarding bush and other rural properties or 
social problems, such as adultery and theft, may require the presence of 
older household members.
Table 5.1
Frequency of Visits to Rural Hamlets Based on Age and 
Duration of Residence of Migrants in Jayapura, 1980
Frequency of Visits Total
Control
Variables
One to Two Times 
in a month
One to Five 
in a Year
Times
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 10 30 23 70 33 100
30-54 27 40 43 60 67 100
Total 37 37 63 63 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 18 38 29 62 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 19 36 34 64 53 100
Total 37 37 63 63 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Study in Jayapura
Question: Berapa kali rata-rata Bapak/Ibu pulang ke desa
asal setiap tahunnya? (Indonesian)
How many times approximately do you return home 
to your place of origin each year?
Table 5.2 indicates that the majority of migrants visited their home 
hamlets for socio-cultural rather than economic reasons. They returned to 
attend ceremonies, e.g. the wedding or funeral of relatives, baptism of 
children or other traditional ceremonies. Some visited hamlets because they 
wanted to visit sick relatives or to marry and many visited the villages at 
certain times every year to celebrate Christmas or New Year. Older migrants 
may be more conservative and attached to village social norms and thus could 
be expected to participate more frequently in such events. However, older 
migrants were marginally less likely than younger migrants to give socio-
cultural reasons; while long term migrants were more likely to cite such 
reasons. This may reflect the greater dependence of the younger migrants on 
village society and rural families for social support. The fact that only 
older migrants gave economic reasons may be explained by their need to check 
family bush properties (land, gardens, plants). Younger migrants probably 
had fewer responsibilities of this kind since their parents were more likely 
to be still living and active.
Table 5.2
Reasons for Visits to Rural Hamlets Based on Age and 
Duration of Residence of the Migrants in Jayapura,
1980
Reasons to Visit Rural Hamlets Total
Control
Variables
Economic Socio--Cultural
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 33 100 33 100
30-54 8 12 59 88 67 100
Total 8 8 92 92 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 6 13 41 87 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 2 4 51 96 53 100
Total 8 8 92 92 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Study in Jayapura
Economic Reasons: Checking properties (land, gardens, plants),
harvesting fruits, sago and burning the grass 
field for catching pigs.
Socio-Cultural Reasons: to attend wedding, funeral of relatives,
baptism of children.
Question: Untuk keperluan apa Bapak/Ibu pulang ke desa asal? (Indonesi
For what reasons did you visit your place of origin?
The short distance and accessibility, the relatively cheaper transportatio 
cost (in terms of the proportion of income that fares represented to urban 
wage earners), the short duration of journeys (two and a half hours by public 
transportation, twenty minutes by plane, 20 hours on foot) facilitated the
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frequency of visiting. In contrast, Hageners in Papua New Guinea (Strathern, 
1978) and Fijians (Nair, 1980) seldom made an annual visit to their home 
villages because they came from isolated areas that were difficult of access.
5.1.2 Length of Visits
Table 5.3 indicates the approximate length of visits to the rural home. 
Half of the migrants visited the home villages for only one week but these 
were mostly migrants above age 30 years and migrants who stayed above ten 
years in Jayapura. The younger migrants tended to stay for longer periods, 
almost 60 per cent staying for three weeks or more. The explanation is 
that most of the older Nimborans are public servants and private agency 
workers who could get leave for more than one week. The younger migrants, 
who did not have a permanent job, could go any time and stay in the village 
as long as they liked.
Table 5.3
Length of Visits to Rural Hamlets Based on Age and 
Duration of Residence of Migrants in Jayapura, 1980
Length of Visits Rural Hamlets Total
Control One We ek Two Weeks Three Weeks
Variables and More
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 3 9 11 33 19 58 33 100
30-54 47 70 20 30 — 67 100
Total 50 50 31 31 19 19 100 100
Duration of
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 12 26 16 34 19 40 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 38 72 15 28 53 100
Total 50 50 31 31 19 19 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Survey Field Study in Jayapura
Question: Berapa lama rata-rata tinggal di desa sewaktu Bapa/Ibu
pulang ke desa asal? (Indonesian)
How long did you stay in your place of origin when 
you returned home?
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When the migrants visit their families in the rural hamlets they bring 
gifts. They would feel ashamed if they did not offer gifts that will bring 
them prestige in the eyes of their families. Harris (1977) reported that 
the presents brought home by young Pangia returnees challenged traditional 
authority and marked the beginning of the recognition of the importance of 
cash as the determinant of status. This situation may stimulate rural-urban' 
migration among older men who lack status. Nimboran migrants' visits raised 
the expectations of the villagers for money and industrial goods and also 
stimulated young rural Nimborans to move. Thus home visits by migrants 
facilitated, through information provided and through changing values, the 
movement of other villagers.
5.2 Remittance of Goods
Remittance of goods is another form of rural-urban tie. Table 5.4 
indicates the kinds of goods that the migrants usually sent home. The 
majority (53 per cent) of the migrants sent durable goods like clothes, 
textiles, cooking utensils, flash lights, portable radios, knives, axes, 
hanging lamps, chopping knives and pickaxes. Clothes were the most favoured 
goods because of their multi-purpose role: they replaced the ancient loin­
cloth, and at once protected them against the cold weather and mosquitoes 
during the nights; they served as an indicator of individual or group 
progress, and increased individual or family prestige; and, unlike other 
durable goods, clothes were individual possessions which could not be used 
by other members of the household. New clothes have become socially 
essential for attendance at church or traditional ceremonies. Knives 
and pick axes were also important for practical reasons. Nearly every rural 
household owns these goods.
The migrants (57 per cent) tend to send durable goods because these are 
luxuries and expensive, visible goods, which can be used for long periods 
and can also demonstrate their social status and preserve a long term 
relationship with the givers. In addition, more than one-third of the 
migrants (Table 5.4) reported sending consumer goods such as sugar, salt, 
tinned fish and meats, milk, rice, coffee, dried fish, roasted fish, salt 
fish, tobacco and sometimes alcohol (beer). Married migrants who live alone 
in Jayapura regularly sent goods directly to their wives and children in 
the hamlets. For other migrants the goods were directed to parents, 
parents-in-law, brothers and sisters, or, less frequently, to uncles (mothers 
brothers) or aunts (fathers' sisters), as close relatives, or to grandparents
Table 5.4
Kinds of Goods Sent to Rural Households of Origin, Based on 
Age and Duration of Residence of Migrants in Jayapura, 1980
Kinds of Goods Sent Home Total
Control Consumer Goods Durable Goods
Variables ____ ________
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 24 73 9 27 33 100
30-54 19 28 48 72 67 100
Total 43 43 57 57 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 32 68 15 32 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 11 21 42 79 53 100
Total 43 43 57 57 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Study in Jayapura
Question: Selama Bapak/Ibu tinggal di kota ini, Apakah pernah
mengirim wang dan barang? (Indonesian)
During your stay in this town what money or goods 
have you sent? (to the rural village)
Note: Only remittances of goods have been classified in this table.
Money was also sent but respondents were unable to recall the 
amounts. Goods were most commonly sent because rural recipients 
of money would not have been able to purchase the required items 
in the rural area.
The flow of goods is generally nuclear oriented, directed to both 
parents, brothers and sisters. The amount depends on the migrants' income 
and often consists of only two or three kilograms of sugar or salt or two 
packets of tea or coffee. Nimboran rural villagers also send agricultural 
crops such as sago, taro, yam, sweet-potatoes, bananas, peanuts, maize, 
mangoes, coconuts, areca catchu and sometimes smoked wild pig meats to 
Jayapura. They cannot send a large amount of agricultural crops because of 
transportation difficulties. The sending of small amounts of agricultural 
goods to migrants is not in terms of balanced reciprocity, as indicated by 
Curtains' finding in some parts of East-Sepik, cited by Connell (1981).
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Reciprocal exchange exists in Niraboran society, but does not apply between 
parents and children.
The sending of food and materials to rural villages is mostly via close
relatives. The same pattern also exists in the opposite direction, where
families are still the most important channel. Migrants or villagers who 
• •want to visit or return home do not like to tell other migrants of their j 
intention because they do not want to take many gifts with them, because 
of the burden. Until the 1970s most visitors went on foot so they could 
only take a few goods. Nowadays there are many colts and buses but there 
are still restrictions which do not allow the passengers to bring a lot of 
luggage. The volume of goods sent to the rural hamlets is therefore limited 
by the availability of transport and of willing friends to carry them.
5.3 Remittance of Money
The discussion will focus on volume and channels, frequency, uses and 
the causes and effects of remittances of money.
5.3.1 The Volume and Channels of Remittances
The migrants remitted money to parents or other relatives any time during 
the year. The money was sent if the parents asked and the total amount 
depended on the request. There was no fixed value of remittances but usually 
a variation of small amounts ranging from RP 25,000 to Rp 50,000 three to 
five times a year. In the past, for some families this was the only source 
of cash.
It was often impossible to fulfill the parents' requests and to send 
money every time/month, because of the meager monthly income and the expenses 
of urban life. The migrants complained that rural people asked too much and 
did not realize the expenses of urban life. The rural people did not realize 
that the migrants are often unskilled labourers with meager incomes. The 
amount of remittances reflects the migrants' money income. Only a few of 
the migrants have a good position as government servants with a high income. 
These are mostly the Nimborans who completed secondary education. The others 
have a very low monthly income, ranging from RP 50,000 to Rp 100,000. The 
remittances were sent via visitors who come from the rural areas or via 
migrants visiting the rural villages. Sending money via the post office or 
Bank was still unknown. In 1976 the Government opened a post office, and 
in 1978 a branch of Bank Rakyat Indonesia (Indonesian Community Bank), but 
the majority of migrants and villagers did not use these facilities, probably 
because the majority were illiterate and unfamiliar with these facilities.
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5.3.2 The Use of Money
(1) Remittances to Rural Areas
Table 5.5 indicates that the remittances were used for rural obligations, 
such as school fees, taxes, church donations, for ceremonies like burial 
ceremonies (before and after burial), wedding ceremonies, or dowries. The 
migrants reported that a big part of the remittances were spent on annual 
school fees, school materials, school uniforms, and boy scout clothes to assist 
children to stay at school to acquire more knowledge for further study at 
higher levels in Jayapura. The migrants planned to improve the earning power 
of the family for urban jobs by long term investment in education. One-third 
of the remittances were spent on household consumer goods such as sugar, salt, 
coffee, tea, rice, tobacco in kiosks in Genyem. (It should be noted that 
only a limited range of consumer goods could be purchased in the villages).
The remittances could also be used as moving costs if someone in the family 
planned to visit Jayapura, or to encourage the outflow of other relatives to 
Jayapura. Simmons et al. (1977) also found that remittances have a profound 
effect on further outmigration while Connell (1981) reported that most 
Pacific Islanders in New Zealand financed their remaining families at home 
to travel to New Zealand.
Table 5.5 also shows that a few families (one-sixth) used the remittances 
to buy modern agricultural equipment with the purpose of raising agricultural 
production. These were the families who were growing cash crops (cacao, 
clove, coffee) and also raising cattle. Table 5.5 also indicates that older 
migrants, either above age 30 years or who stayed more than ten years, placed 
more emphasis on ceremonial activities: the old people still hold strongly
to traditional values, although these values are slowly being eroded. On 
the other hand, the young generation are more responsive to new values. In 
general, the remittances were small and were mostly spent on basic consumption 
commodities and socio-cultural obligations.
(2) Remittances from Rural Areas
During the 1950s and 1960s there were few cash income sources available 
in rural areas so rural people rarely sent money to assist their children 
in Jayapura. The families at the destination were responsible for them.
In contrast, from the 1970s onward, the rural families 
could earn money as a result of the newly created agricultural jobs and 
the re-establishment of cacao, coffee and other cash cropping projects. As 
mentioned in Chapter 4, the estimated net market income from selling 
agricultural crops to Jayapura was approximately Rp 16,000 each month, 
although this amount fluctuated. Other additional income sources, such as
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selling cacao and coffee to the United Nations Joint Development Foundation, 
sales in the local market at Genyem, or renting land to some Toraja families 
from South Sulawesi could increase household's income at certain times. Thus 
rural families were now able to support student children in Jayapura and to 
reduce dependency on urban relatives. The money was mostly spent for the 
consumption needs of children and school fees. Remittances of money to 
Jayapura from rural hamlets were rarely regular. The volume of remittances 
was also difficult to detect, although respondents stated Rp 5,000 to 
Rp 10,000 each month. The volume and the frequency of remittances depended 
on total rural monthly income.
5.4 The Effect of Remittances
As mentioned in Chapter 3, an important motivation for migration is 
the desire for money and industrial goods. The Nimboran rural people were 
not dependent on remittances and these were not the basic income source 
of the family. The money was not spent for buying basic daily food, but 
mostly used for buying luxury goods, clothes and other consumer goods. The 
Nimboran migrants remitted money in order to strengthen mutual ties and 
develop long term socio-psychological interdependency within the family and 
among other relatives and friends. Thus, remittances were largely non­
economic in their impact, rather than economic. If the migrants get into 
difficulties in the future these village people will help them. Basically, 
the remittances and other kinds of aids are small, but it is a social 
investment in their future. Remittances can also be regarded as a kind of 
debt repayment. The migrants have social obligations to provide money and 
goods to parents and other relatives who have reared them. The remittances 
for each household do not contribute to wider inter-household inequalities. 
(Future inequalities are more likely to be created as the result of the 
establishment of cash crops and the cattle project).
5.5 Other Contact Media
Sending letters was hard for the older migrants because a greater 
proportion of older migrants and rural people are illiterate. It will also 
take time for the young literate migrants and rural people to become 
familiar with this new kind of communication. As yet it is still difficult 
for Nimboran migrants and other rural people to avail themselves of postal 
facilities. Fortunately, short distances and regular visiting reduced the 
need for letters and verbal messages were the most frequent forms of 
communication. More than 50 per cent of the migrants reported that they 
usually had guests at least once a month from the villages (see Table 5.5).
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Table 5.6
Visiting By Guests From Rural Hamlets, Based on Age 
and Duration of Residence of Migrants in Jayapura, 1980
Visiting by Guests Total
Control
Variables
Once 
in a
or Twice 
Month
Five
More
Times or 
in a Year
J*
j
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 24 73 9 27 33 100
30-54 28 42 39 58 67 100
Total 52 52 48 48 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 35 74 12 26 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 17 32 36 68 53 100
Total 52 52 48 48 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Migration Field Study in Jayapura
Question: Selama Bapak/Ibu tinggal di kota ini, apakah sering
ada Keluarga/orang lain dari desa asal yang mengunjungi 
Bapak/Ibu di kota ini? (Indonesian)
During your stay in this town, are there some of your 
families or other people from you hamlets who come to 
visit you?
Other migrants also claimed that they were visited by rural relatives 
approximately five times a year. Many of the guests were their own parents 
and the rest other relatives and friends. Parents usually stayed for two 
or three weeks, while other rural guests who did not have brothers, sisters 
or children in Jayapura, stayed from two days to one week.
There were different reasons for these visits. The parents usually 
wanted to see and to look after grandchildren but the other relatives often 
wanted to look for a job. Some visited for medical reasons. The
relatives usually visited at the end of the month when the migrants got 
their salary (for those who were paid). The relatives hoped that they could 
get money from them at this time.
5.6 Intention to Return Permanently to the Village
The intention to return home is defined as the migrants' desire to 
return permanently in the future to their home areas. Certain difficulties 
arise from the question (Table 5.7). Uncertainty will be one of the 
difficulties. At the time of questioning the respondents stated their 
intention to return home or to stay outside their places of origin.
However, it is hard to relate the migrants' replies to their likely behaviour 
in the future. Their intentions may change under certain pressures. The 
younger and short-term migrants who still have a long time to live in 
Jayapura may be confronted with new situations that will modify their 
attitudes and their intentions. It seems likely the younger and short­
term migrants will change their responses in future, whereas the older 
and long-term migrants who are nearly retired are more likely to follow their 
stated intention.
Nimboran migrants may intend to return home in the future, not because 
of the difficulties of finding jobs, expenses of urban life or their 
inability to adapt to a new environment, but because of rural opportunities 
which they can still obtain in the hamlets. The urban survey found many of 
the migrants preferred to return to their home hamlets in rural areas while 
others wanted to stay outside their places of origin. The next question 
was what are your reasons for choosing that place as your retirement place 
(permanent settlement). The majority of the migrants (87 per cent) stated 
that they will ultimately return to stay in their home hamlets for socio­
economic reasons (see Table 5.7). At the time of the rural survey many 
previous migrants had returned and lived in the rural hamlets. A few 
(10 per cent) will stay permanently in Jayapura because of property ownership 
while others (3 per cent) prefer to stay in Nimboran rural areas, but in 
different hamlets because of marital ties (see Table 5.7).
The majority preferred to return home because of their strong rural 
ties. The majority of Nimboran migrants living for many years in 
Jayapura still adhere to their rural culture. The emotional need to stay 
near relatives has strongly influenced them to return permanently and has 
overcome any disadvantages they see in rural life (see above). A second 
factor was problems related to old age security and illness. Older 
migrants move to stay close to relatives who will care for them in old age 
or sickness. If they die the relatives can cry for them. Age as a natural 
factor in the life cycle must affect their economic activities. Older migrant 
are economically unproductive and become a dependent group. Therefore, they 
look for the relatives who can assist them. A third factor related to death 
and burial. This wish strongly affects the migrants' intention to return
Table 5.7
The Reasons for Choice of Retiring Place, According to 
Age and Duration of Residence of Migrants 
in Jayapura, 1980
Reasons for Choice of Retiring Place Total
Control
Variables
Socio -Economic Marital Ties Property Ownership
Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent Number Per Cent
Age
15-29 30 91 2 6 1 3 33 100
30-54 57 85 1 1 9 14 67 100
Total 87 87 3 3 10 10 100 100
Duration of 
Residence 
Less Than 
10 Years 36 77 2 4 9 19 47 100
More Than 
10 Years 51 96 1 2 1 2 53 100
Total 87 87 3 3 10 10 100 100
Source: 1980 Nimboran Rural-Urban Survey in Jayapura
Question: Apa alasannya Bapak/Ibu mempunyai keinginan untuk
menghabiskan hari tua di tempat tersebut? (Indonesian) 
What are your reasons for choosing that place as your 
retirement place?
Socio-economic Reasons: Refer to patriotic feeling to home place,
old age security, the preference to die 
and to be buried in own home place, desire 
to set up economic activities in processing 
rural resources.
Marital ties: Refer to marriage arrangements, such as
payment of dowry. (If husband does not 
complete the marriage arrangements he must 
follow his wife and stay in his wife's 
hamlet).
Property Ownership: Refer to Nimboran migrants' properties in
Jayapura.
82.
home (see Table 5.7). In Jayapura, they must pay for the burial, car and 
the coffin, prepare food for the attendants and report the death to the 
government. The migrants prefer the village as the place to die because 
it is cheaper and rural people will provide mutual assistance to the family 
in their sorrow. The fourth consideration was economic. Most Nimboran 
migrants who failed to get a job or to meet other needs intended to return-» 
home permanently. They were not reluctant to return to rural life where 
they still had land, other rural property and access to natural resources.
Some wanted to return home to set up some kind of business (e.g. marketing 
cash crops) or to fulfill various kinds of obligations. By contrast,
Caldwell (1969) reported that Ghanaians did not like to return home because 
of failure and believed that rural life did not provide a good future for 
them. Nair (1980) also indicated that many Fijians in Suva did not intend 
to return permanently to their places of origin.
A small group (3 per cent) who have not paid dowry to the wife's 
parents must stay outside their villages of origin. According to traditional 
marriage custom a man cannot stay in his wife's house or hamlet if he has 
paid the announced amount of dowry, but if the dowry was not paid he will 
be obliged to retire to his wife's village.
One-tenth of the migrants (Table 5.7) indicated property ownership as 
the main factor causing them to stay permanently in Jayapura. Some had 
bought land on the outskirts of Jayapura and had built semi-permanent or 
permanent concrete houses. They also had gardens and long term commercial 
crops. Some established small family businesses for selling vegetables 
and fruits. It would be difficult to leave these properties and other 
economic activities, particularly since business opportunities are not 
widely spread in rural areas.
5.7 Conclusion
In this chapter an attempt has been made to demonstrate that the migrants 
still maintain strong connections with relatives in rural areas. This has 
an important impact on the decision of others to move, the choice of 
destination and the socio-economic development of the villages. This strong 
connection is firmly rooted in the sense of village identity and kinship 
ties. A Nimboran migrant in the context of rural-urban ties is considered 
as the representative of the family and as the means of satisfying the 
families in providing western goods, the benefits of urban life, and in 
changing their traditional views to develop themselves.
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Revisiting, in itself, serves as a source of information, provides new 
ideas, modifies migrants' views, and encourages the young rural Nimborans 
to move. The decision to move and the choice of Jayapura are often the 
result of revisiting.
Remittances of money and goods are important in modifying Nimborans' 
attitudes towards material needs. The Nimborans strongly desire to possess 
these industrial goods. They replace their original tools, such as stone 
axes and digging sticks, by modern tools. Money can also provide their 
needs for education, transportation costs, tea, coffee, sugar, clothes and 
agricultural items and replaces their barter system. The remittances are 
small, do not replace the agricultural subsistence income and are not 
considered as basic income sources. The important aspect is not the quantity, 
but the quality, in establishing a long term family relationship, satisfying 
psychological needs, enhancing position in the social hierarchy and as 
repayment of social debts. The purely economic aspects of remittances and 
goods can be trivial compared with the symbolic aspects. Small remittances 
do not contribute to interhousehold inequal ities within the villages. Lipton's 
view about inequalities among households within a village applies rather to 
larger overcrowded villages, such as in Java and in South Sulawesi, where 
there is a clear distinction between the rich and the poor in the same 
village.
However, there are signs of a change from socially motivated consumption 
behaviour to a more economic perspective, mostly in the modern agricultural 
sector and in education. The government policy of decentralisation in 
development through growth centres will increase the rural-urban ties and ■ 
may create inequalities within the villages, decrease rural-urban income 
differentials, create positive attitudes towards education, a deterioration 
in traditional authority and declining feelings of rural intimacy among a 
few migrants in Jayapura. Rural-urban ties have both a positive and a 
negative impact on Nimborans. Positive influences are the use of modern 
agricultural equipment, increasing cash crop production, marketing cash crops, 
the use of cloth, new knowledge and attitudes. The negative sides of the 
rural-urban ties include the sweeping away of their basic cultural values, 
material and non-material, and the loss of their original knowledge by the 
infiltration of western values.
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CHAPTER 6 
CONCLUS ION
T h i s  t h e s i s  d e a l s  w i t h  t h e  f a c t o r s  a f f e c t i n g  r u r a l - u r b a n  m i g r a t i o n  a n d  
t h e  a f t e r  e f f e c t s  o f  m i g r a t i o n  o n  N i m b o r a n  h o u s e h o l d  d e v e l o p m e n t  t h r o u g h  
r u r a l - u r b a n  t i e s .  F i e l d  s u r v e y  d a t a ,  c o m b i n e d  w i t h  t h e  c e n s u s  d a t a  f o r  1971  
a n d  1980  w e r e  u s e d  i n  e x p l a i n i n g  t h e  m i g r a t i o n  p r o c e s s  a n d  m i g r a t i o n  d i r e c t i o n  
i n  t h e  p a s t ,  p r e s e n t  a n d  f u t u r e ,  a l t h o u g h  t h e  s a m p l e  u s e d  i n  t h e  f i e l d  s u r v e y  
w a s  n o t  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  o f  N i m b o r a n  m i g r a n t s  a s  a  w h o l e .  I r i a n  J a y a  h a s  b e e n  
l a r g e l y  i g n o r e d  i n  f i e l d  r e s e a r c h  o n  m i g r a t i o n  s i n c e  1 9 6 2 .  T h i s  s t u d y ,  
a l t h o u g h  i m p e r f e c t ,  i s  t h e r e f o r e  a  u s e f u l  s o u r c e  o f  i n f o r m a t i o n  o n  m i g r a t i o n  
p r o c e s s e s  i n  I r i a n  J a y a  t o  f o l l o w  o n  f r o m  G r o e n e w e g e n  a n d  v a n  d e  K a a ' s  e a r l i e r  
s t u d i e s .
The  f i r s t  a n d  t h e  s e c o n d  c h a p t e r s  d i s c u s s  t h e  g e n e r a l  b a c k g r o u n d ,  t h e  
c a u s e s  ( p u l l - p u s h  f a c t o r s  r e l a t e d  t o  e n v i r o n m e n t a l  p r e s s u r e s  a n d  o p p o r t u n i t i e s ) , 
e f f e c t s  ( v a r i o u s  k i n d s  o f  s o c i o - e c o n o m i c  c h a n g e  r e s u l t i n g  f r o m  t h e  m i g r a t i o n  
p r o c e s s )  a n d  m i g r a t i o n  d i r e c t i o n .  C h a p t e r  2 ,  w i t h  t h e  l i m i t e d  c e n s u s  d a t a  
a v a i l a b l e ,  a n a l y s e s  m i g r a t i o n  t o  a n d  f r o m ,  a n d  w i t h i n ,  I r i a n  J a y a  a s  p a r t  o f  
t h e  w i d e r  p a t t e r n  o f  I n d o n e s i a n  i n t e r - p r o v i n c i a l  m i g r a t i o n .  I t ,  t o o ,  a t t e m p t s  
t o  r e d r e s s  t h e  n e g l e c t  o f  I r i a n  i n  p r e v i o u s  I n d o n e s i a n  m i g r a t i o n  s t u d i e s .
T h e s e  c h a p t e r s  p r o v i d e  t h e  t h e o r e t i c a l  a n d  e m p i r i c a l  c o n t e x t  f o r  t h e  
e x a m i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  f i e l d  s t u d y  d a t a  i n  c h a p t e r s  3 ,  4 a n d  5 .
C h a p t e r s  3,  4 a n d  5 d i s c u s s  t h e  f i e l d  f i n d i n g s  a t  t h e  m i c r o  l e v e l ,  
a n a l y s i n g  t h e  N i m b o r a n  m i g r a t i o n  p r o c e s s  a n d  d i r e c t i o n  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  p u s h -  
p u l l  f a c t o r s ,  i n t e r v e n i n g  v a r i a b l e s ,  r u r a l - u r b a n  t i e s  a n d  t h e  e f f e c t s  o n  t h e  
r u r a l  h o u s e h o l d s '  d e v e l o p m e n t .  The  f i r s t  N i m b o r a n  r u r a l - u r b a n  m i g r a t i o n  d a t e d  
f r o m  t h e  1 9 2 0 s  a s  a  r e s p o n s e  t o  t h e  i n f i l t r a t i o n  o f  w e s t e r n  c i v i l i s a t i o n .
The  e s t a b l i s h m e n t  a n d  e x p a n s i o n  o f  new d e v e l o p m e n t  c e n t r e s ,  t h e  r e s t r u c t u r i n g  
o f  s o c i o - c u l t u r a l  v a l u e s ,  t h e  i n c r e a s i n g  a w a r e n e s s  o f  m o d e r n  l i f e  a n d  t h e  
d e s i r e  t o  p o s s e s s  money  a n d  i n d u s t r i a l  g o o d s  p l a y e d  a  d e c i s i v e  r o l e  i n  
i n i t i a t i n g  m o v e m e n t  t o w a r d s  J a y a p u r a .  T h e  m i g r a n t s  v a l u e d  mone y  a n d  m a t e r i a l  
g o o d s  a s  a  m e a n s  o f  o b t a i n i n g  new s t a t u s  a n d  i n c r e a s i n g  t h e i r  i n f l u e n c e  i n  
r u r a l  s o c i e t y .
R u r a l - u r b a n  m i g r a t i o n  e x i s t s  a s  a  r e s p o n s e  t o  r u r a l - u r b a n  i n e q u a l i t y  i n  
m o n e y ,  i n d u s t r i a l  g o o d s ,  w e s t e r n  t e c h n o l o g y ,  know -h ow  a n d  s k i l l .  The  r u r a l  
N i m b o r a n s  f o u n d  t h e m s e l v e s  w o r s e  o f f ,  c o m p a r e d  w i t h  u r b a n  r e s i d e n t s ,  a n d  
move d  t o  f u l f i l l  t h e i r  n e e d s  f o r  g o o d s  s u c h  a s  money  a n d  i n d u s t r i a l  i t e m s .
The inequalities faced by the Nimborans in 1980 were rather different 
from Liptons' view of intra rural inequality in poor countries, which he 
characterized by scarcity of resources and agricultural opportunities, 
landlessness and rural economic-demographic pressures. He believed that 
these rural pressures push the most disadvantaged from their rural villages.
The Nimborans did not face this kind of rural economic-demographic pressure .
The traditional household wealth within the villages was rather uniformly 
distributed. In terms of subsistence production the rural Nimboran was well 
provided for. However, in the future, the Nimborans' relative equality 
within the villages may be changed into inequality through modernisation 
(the evaluation, selection and adoption of new values), development 
(see p.36) and the unequal acquisition of modern education and skills.
Age selectivity (the younger ages have a higher propensity to migrate, 
although this was not really represented by the data), and single status 
played an important role in Nimboran migration. This accords with the 
findings of many migration studies elsewhere. Being unschooled was not an 
intervening obstacle for the early migrants and did not limit Nimboran 
movement and access to new jobs because education was not used as a standard 
for the skill required for particular jobs in the past. The initial expansion 
of urban development required largely manual unskilled labour which 
uneducated Nimborans were able to supply.
The Nimborans' positive response to the new values accelerated 
the acculturation process. This was reflected in their decision to leave 
their agricultural background and to live and work in a new, sharply different, 
environment. Parents allowed their children to leave for education, jobs, 
money and industrial goods, while some young and middle-aged men left their 
wives and children behind in search of cash incomes and material possessions.
The micro evidence showed (chapter 4) that the location of urban relatives 
was a more concrete condition encouraging the migrants to move than education, 
money or goods per se, since these urban pull factors were rather abstract 
for them. The dependency system in the Nimboran life style strongly affected 
the Nimboran migration pattern and the migrants' decision to move. The 
migrants decided to move to where the relatives stayed because they were 
confident they could depend on the relatives' support. The day-to-day needs 
of the migrants could thus be guaranteed so the migrants’ fears and the 
difficulties faced in the new destination were much reduced.
Rural-urban ties were really a manifestation of strong family ties and 
an interdependent social system. The migrants were representatives of and 
sources of status, goods and money for their families. Remittances of goods
and money were an important part of rural-urban ties and a positive response 
to rural-urban inequalities. However, the after effects of remittances did 
not significantly improve the socio-economic standard of rural households 
and did not appear to increase inter-personal and inter-household inequalities 
within and among the villages. Inequalities in material goods may arise in 
future if the Nimborans become more involved in rural development and as part 
of long-term social processes but they were limited at the time of the survey.
The remittances were used largely on non-productive expenditures which 
did not contribute either to growth or development, but were rather directed 
towards establishing and preserving long-term interdependence with relatives 
and others, enhancing social prestige as symbols of reciprocation, self 
respect and identity and in repayment of social debts. This pattern was an 
important part of the process by which Nimboran traditional ways of life 
have been transformed into more modem ways of life. It was a rational 
strategy for Nimborans. Spending money, even on education or transportation, 
mostly had a socio-psychological meaning rather than an economic rationale.
Recently, there has been a change in the previous pattern of movement, 
as indicated by declining rural-urban migration. This reflects recent rural 
developments, political change, inter-provincial migration (the influx of 
other Indonesian migrants), the increasing number of job seekers, the 
rising skill requirements, job competition and the connection system. These 
events modified the situation confronting the Nimborans, creating stagnation 
and repelling rural-urban migration. The Nimboran migrants who could not 
stand against this system and failed to get jobs, became frustrated returning 
home and discouraging new potential rural migrants.
The establishment of new transmigrant settlements in Nimboran rural 
districts and the improvement of road and transportation facilities may be 
other factors reducing rural-urban migration. However, on the positive side, 
transportation improvements increased commuting and circulation, enabling 
the Nimborans to develop their rural land and its resources, sell market crops 
and earn money for the purchase of industrial goods without the need to 
become permanent migrants.
The causes of rural-urban migration in Nimboran were rather different 
from many other places in Indonesia. The presence of relatives was the 
important factor in Nimboran rural-urban migration. Migration, in itself, 
did not appear to create socio-economic inequalities within the villages or 
to be related to these inequalities, which were minimal. Migration theories, 
such as those of Lipton which were developed in other parts of developing 
countries largely failed to explain Nimboran rural-urban migration.
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APPENDIX 1
Far From Grime River
1. Far, from the upper Grime River
Far away and isolated; far from the busiest towns
Is my small hamlet, the place where all my relatives live,
With sadness I think back to my parents in my home hamlets.
Refrain: The whole environment becomes melancholy
So that I sigh, my heart becomes sad day and night,
Far away from my home.
2. There, when I was still young,
I was very glad
With other friends, I walked around the jungle bush 
We were as free as the flying bird, without any 
imprisoned feeling.
We played joyfully.
Refrain:
3. After taking a bath, I went home when it was getting dark 
My mother offered delicacies, food in a wooden basin.
And in the fire flame I discovered
The ancient hero tales, which fascinate so.
Refrain:
Source: Kijne, I.S; Seruling Mas, 1958, translated by Rumbiak, M.C.
